


March 13, 1920 _THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.] 333 





————S=_—_—— —— 





Legal 


and 


General 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


10, Fleet St., London, E.C... 


Established Assets 
1836. £13,000,000. 





ECONOMY—SECURITY 
GUARANTEES. 


All benefits, privileges and conditions 
are guaranteed at minimum cost in 
every Life Policy issued. 





The Society transacts 


LIFE 
FIRE 

ACCIDENT 

BURGLARY 

FIDELITY GUARANTEE 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
PUBLIC LIABILITY. & 
MOTOR INSURANCES 














The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, MARCH 13, 1920. 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 
2 12s. ; by Post, £2 148.; Foreign, £2 16s, 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION, 





» The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL. 


All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS. 


( URRENT Torics 333 | A WELCOME TO THE WOMAN LAWYER 346 
MENS REA IN MURDER CHARGERS 536 | OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE COMMISSION 346 
PATENTS AND DeSIGNS ACT, 1919.... 337 | PAY OF PANRBL DOCTORS .......... ... 346 
Tue Income TaX CoMMISSION 338 | OpiTUARY ‘ eve M47 
KEViIgws .... oseee eo 339 | LEGAL News oee oebeocecces EE 
CORRESPONDENCE ......... ... 380 | Court ParErs.. ee eocscceces OOO 
New Onpens, &c. .... -. 42] WINDING-UP Notices 20gnesecccees UE 
SEED. seuccer'ess oneenee --« 3463 | CREDITORS Novices .......... Sev 
THE PROPITBERING ACT .. 345 | BanKaUpTcY Norions ................ 360 
PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES 


Cases Reported this Week. 


Director of Pablie Prosecutions v. Beard 
Lyne-Stephens and Scott-Miller's Contract, Re 
Mortimer v. Beckett... 

Rex v. George Stanley 





Current Topics. 


The New King’s Remembrancer. 

WeE NOTICED a fortnight ago the retirement of Sir Joun 
MacponeE.LL, K.C.B., from his offices of Senior Master of the 
Supreme Court and King’s Remembrancer. We are glad to 


| announce the appointment as his successor of Sir Tuomas 


Wi..es Cuitty, who has been a Master since 1901. It is not 
often that a common law junior, with a practice such as Sir 
Tuomas had, is willing to leave it for any position short of a 
judgeship; but the lesser responsibility of a Mastership has 


| enabled Sir Tuomas WILLEs CuiTTy to make his influence felt 
| far beyond the sphere of official duties, and he has long been 
| reckoned as facile princeps in the learning of the great science 


of the common law. The burden of the general editorship of 
‘* The Laws of England,’’ and now the perhaps greater burden 


| of ‘‘ The English and Bmpire Digest,’’ might well be enough 


to fill the whole time of even an arduous worker; but Sir 
Tuomas has combined them with his officia] duties, and his 
learning and experience have enabled each task to be performed 
with success. The appointment to his new position is a very 
fitting recognition of his work 


The Matrimonial Causes Bill. 

WE REFERRED recently (ante, p. 302) to the delay of the 
Legislature in giving effect to the recommendations of the 
Report of the Divorce Commission of 1912 We are glad to 


| see, therefore, that the matter is not to be allowed to drop. A 


| 


discussion of it in the House of Commons would have taken 
place on Tuesday, but had to be postponed to the urgency of 
finance: and the second reading debate on Lord BuckKMASTER’S 
Matrimonial Causes Bill was begun in the House of Lords on 
Wednesday, and was adjourned to the 24th inst., when the 
Lord Chancellor intimated he would state the attitude of the 
Government towards its proposals. The Bill is intended to 
give effect to the majority report of the Commission, which was 
signed by the late Lord Gorety and eight other members. 
Thus it provides for decentralizing the jurisdiction of the High 
Court in divorce; for extending the grounds of divorce; for 
allowing only temporary separation orders being made under 
summary jurisdiction, further and permanent orders, if re- 
22 
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quired, to be made by the High Court 
to be heard in private, and the limitation of reports. With 
regard to the decentralization of jurisdiction, it is proposed 
that the jurisdiction of the High Court in matrimonial! causes 
shall ‘‘ be exercised by the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division, and also at sittings of the High Court to be held 
locally These loca] sittings will be held at the places—over 
forty in pecified in the first schedule, and will be 
confined to cases where the joint assets of the husband and wife 
after payment of debt £250 in value, and their 
joint annual income does not £300- but 
may Rules of The local 
will be exercised by county court judges or other persons quali 


number 


do not ex: eed 
ax ceed these limits 


be increased by Court jurisdiction 
fied to be Commissioners of Assize, not exceeding ten in num 


Chancellor The 


divorce will be the same for husband and wife, and will be (a) 


ber, appointed by the Lord erounds for 


adultery ; (4) three years’ desertion ;: (c) cruelty : (7) incurable 


insanity with confinement as a lunatic for at least five vears 


(e) habitual drunkenness with separation under an order for 


three vear ind (f) imprisonment under a commuted death 
sentence The measure is intended to replace the existing 
Matrimonial Causes Acts, and it provides for their repeal 


There Is, oT course, no question it the prese nt day of abolishing 
irgument are how far the vroundsshould 
be extended and how the jurisdiction should be 
available for rich and On the first it is 


take the recommendations of the majority report of the Com 


divorce ; the pointe for 
made equally 
poor reasonable to 
mission ; on the second we are glad to see that the Bill adopts, 
in effect, the extension of county court jurisdiction, which we 
have frequently urged 


**Alternative Accommodation” under the 


Rent Restriction Acts. 

THERE HAS, perhaps, been a tendency to assume that a land 
lord of a protected house is debarred by the Increase of Rent, 
&c., Amendment Act, 1919, from rece 
he can shew that there i 
for the tenant But 
(A. T. LAWRENCE, 
Bridqen (Times, 
Ss C32, 


tenancy are observed, the landlord 


vering possession unless 
alternative accommodation available 


as has been held by the Divisional Court 
Lusu, and Sankey, JJ.), in Smith 
28th February), thi 


provided rent 1s 


not so Under section 
othe 


lebarred from recovering 


paid and the conditions of the 


possession, unless 


The premises are reasonably required by the landlord f 
the « ipation of himself lor an employee ind the Court, after 
sidering all the circumstances of the case. including especially 
the alternative accommodation available for the tenant. consider 
t reasonable to make such an order or give such a judement 


Thus, while the alternative accommodation is put forward as | 


a circumstance requiring special attention, vet it only ‘one 
of the circumstances, and the Court has to decide on a con 
sideration of all the circumstances. In the case in question, 
the landlord gave evidence of special inconvenience to hersel! 


by reason of het 


approaching confinement if she was not 


allowed to recover! possession, but she no evidence of 
tenant The 
tenant gave evidence that he had failed to obtain other equiva 
lent The Court under these 
gave priority to the claim of the landlord The question of 
alternative accommodation, A. T. Lawrence, J., observed. i 
relevant and important, but it is not the sole consideration, and 
provided the Court 
the Small Tenements Recovery 


gave 


alternative accommodation available for het 


accommodation circumstanes 


in this case justices hearing the case unde: 
Act, 1838—vgave particular 
attention toit and formed their judgment after considering it, 
they were entitled to make an order in the landlord’s favour. 


notwithstanding the absence of alternative accommodation for 
] 


the tenant. The tenant had three grown-up children living 
with him, and it weighed with the justices that they could 


obtain accommodation by separating 


Surnames as Trade Marks. 

A worp Is registrable as a trade mark under section 9 (5) 
of the Trade Marks’ Act, 1905. notwithstanding that it is a 
surname if it is distinctive, #.e., adapted to distinguish the 





and for allowing cases | goods of the proprietor of the trade mark from those of other 


persons. If the word is a common surname, such as ‘‘ Smith ”’ 
or ‘‘ Brown,’’ it is obviously not adapted to distinguish, but if 
it is an uncommon surname, then it may be proved by evidence 
to be adapted to distinguish. If it is proved to be in fact dis- 
tinctive, that is conclusive. Such is the result of a string of 
eases, the latest of which is the case of ‘‘ Eno,’’ decided by 
Pererson, J., in December last, and reported 37 R. P. C [ 
In that case the limited company which succeeded to the busi- 
ness of the late J. C. Eno applied to register in two.-classes 
Eno as a trade mark The matter came before the court 
to decide whether or not it was a registrable trade mark, and 
Pererson, J., decided that it was. The article in respect of 
which registration was sought was a preparation sold as Eno’s 
Fruit Salt, which is known as ‘‘ Eno’s Fruit Salt’’ or ‘‘ Fruit 
Salt ’’ or ‘‘ Eno.’’ ‘* Fruit Salt’’ was a registered trade 
mark, and appeared on the bottles containing the preparation 
Eno ”’ The evidence established 
that after an elaborate search only one person of the name of 
Exo bad been discovered in the United Kingdom, and he was 
t haberdasher in Walworth, and that at the present time the 
preparation is universally known to the public and the trade 
a Eno,”’ that in a vast number of cases it is ordered simply 
Eno’’ without the addition of ‘‘ fruit salt,’’ that 
nobody asking for Eno '’ means anything else than the par- 
ticular preparation. ‘‘ The result, therefore,’’ said PETERson, 
J., at the conclusion of his judgment, ‘‘ in my view is that the 
applicants have in this case established that ‘‘ Eno ’’ is a word 
which is adapted to distinguish the goods of the applicants 
those of other persons, and therefore is a distinctive 
mark, and therefore I direct that the applications before the 
Registrar do proceed.’’ We think the decision is perfectly 
right The proceedings for registration will now take the 
usual course, and we anticipate that no further opposition 
will be offered, and that ultimately the applicants will obtain 
We anticipate also 


ws also did prominently. 


and 


from 


the registration they have applied for 
that, by analogy with their previous practice, the company 
will place both the trade mark ‘‘ Eno’’ and the trade mark 

Fruit Salt on the bottles of their preparation, and ve 
foresee that_ingenious questions may be raised in the future as 
to the legal effect of using two trade marks at the same time 


| on the same article 


| of rent 


Deduction of Income Tax from Rent. 

It APPEARS the decision of Daruine, J., in ///// vy. 
Nirshenstein (Times, 4th inst.), that the rule still holds good 
by which the right of a tenant to deduct income tax from his 
confined to deduction from the rent next paid after 
payment of the tax This was so under the Income Tax Act, 
1806": Denby v. Moore (1 B. & A. 233), and under the Income 
Tax Act, 1842. s. 60, Sched. A. No. IV. r. 9 
Bedhorough (15 M. & W. 438), and seemed to follow from the 
direction in both Acts that the deduction was to be 
made out of the “‘ first payment ’’ afterwards made on account 
This was omitted in the repetition of the provision for 
deduction in section 40 of the Act of 1853, but it was generally 
decisions continued to apply, and the rule 


lrom 


rent 1s 


Clumming Vv. 


expres 


assumed that these 
was recognized by the Court of Appeal in Duke of Beaufort 
\ Inland Revenue (1913, 3 K B » P 58) ; 
though it is not easily reconcilable with the decision of 
Warrincton, J.. in Me Votors (Limited) (1913, l 
Ch. 16). The Income Tax Act, 1918, repeats in Schedule A, 
Ne. Visl., # %, 


and still requires 


("OM MISSIONETS 
Nehari / 


the provision of section 40 of the Act of 1842, 
that the deduction shall be made out of the 

first payment thereafter made on account of rent.’’ By the 
Revenue Act, 1911, s. 14 (2)—re-enacted in section 211 (2) 
of the Income Tax Act, 1918—provision was made for more 
Kirshen- 
this 


extended deduction, and it was contended in //i// v. 
stein (supra) that th's had abolished the old rule. But 


provision seems to be only designed to meet the case of 4 
variation in the rate of tax so as to enable the accounts between 
landlord and tenant to be properly adjusted, and it does not 
interfere with the general rule that the tax can only be de- 
ducted from the next payment of rent, 
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Constitutional Law of the Empire. 

EVERY STUDENT of what may be called inter-Lmperial Con- 
stitutional Law should take note of the case of McUawley v 
Rex, in the Privy Council (Times, Sth inst. ). The appeal was 
from the High Court of Australia, affirming a judgment 
of the Supreme Court of Queensland, neither of the Australian 
courts being unanimous. Stated in the fewest possible words, 
the point at issue was whether the Queensland Legislature 
could validly pass a statute altering the tenure of judges 
of the Supreme Court without first formally amending the 
Queensland constitution under which judges hold office for 
life during good behaviour as in England. The Queensland 
Court held, by two to one, that such a statute would be 
invalid, and the appellate court held the same by four to 
three (in a court of seven judges). The ratio of these majority 
judgments was that the Queensland statutes 
appointment of judges were part of the Constitution, and, 
therefore, fundamenta| in the sense that no statute in 
consistent with them could be The ratio of 
the minority judgments was that, as the Queensland Legisla 
ture admittedly had power to alter the Constitution, any 
statute plainly inconsistent with a constitutional statute wa 
to be taken as such an alteration, and therefore valid. The 
Queensland Legislature had power under its own statutes to 
alter the Constitution, and in addition to this the Impenal! 
statute of 1865 (Colonial Laws Validity Act) expressly cor 
ferred power on all colonial legislation to establish and contro 
its own Courts of judicature. In the Privy Council the views 
of the minority judges were held the better, and the appeal! 
was allowed, the appellant being thus held to have been 
validly appointed a judge of the Supreme Court, although 
appointed for a term of seven years and not for life. The 
judgment of the Judicial Committee was delivered by the 
Lord Chancellor, who expressed the Board’s disagreement with 
the majority of the Australian judges in language which wa: 
perhaps unusually vigorous. ‘‘ Their lordships were clearly 
of opinion that no warrant whatever existed for the views 
insisted upon by the respondents and affirmed by a majority 
of the judges in the courts belew.’’ With reference to section 5 
of the Colonial Laws Validity Act, 1865, ‘‘ it 


relating to the 


validly enacted 


would be 
difficult to conceive how the Legislature could more plainly 
have indicated an intention to assert on behalf of colonia! 
Legislatures the right to establish courts of judicature, and to 
abolish and reconstitute them, than in the language under 
consideration.’’ The argument of the respondents was re 
ferred to as involving them “ in dialectical difficulties which 
were embarrassing and even ridiculous.’’ The gist of this 
interesting judgment is that section 5 of the Act of 1865 means 
what it says, and that statutes relating to the tenure of 
judges are no more unalterable overseas than they are in 


England. 


Habitual Criminals. 

A VERY INTERESTING problem arose before the Coart . of 
Criminal Appeal in 2. v. Stanley (reported elsewhere). <A 
man who some years ago had been convicted of being an 
“ habitual criminai,’’ had gone to France on military service 
and served with some distinction. On demobilization he sought 
honest work and lived an honest life until, in circumstances 
of temptation, as the result of unemployment through no fault 
of his own, he relapsed and opened a lock-up shop with a 
jemmy. At his trial he was convicted of ‘‘ breaking and ente! 
ing with intent to commit a felony,’’ and also of being an 
“ habitual criminal.’’ He was therefore sentenced to three 
years penal servitude and five years preventive detention under 
the Prevention of Crime Act, 1908. The Court of Criminal 
Appeal had, therefore, several points to consider. The first 
is whether a man, once convicted as an habitual criminal, who 
has since reformed, must be convicted of being an habitual! 
criminal the next time he commits any crime, no matter how 
honest his life has been in the meantime. This rather hard 
result seems to follow inevitably from section 10 (2) (4) of the 
Prevention of Crime Act, 1908, which provides that an 
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“ habitual criminal ’’ is a person convicted on indictment 











who is also proved either (1) to have been three times convicted 
of a crime since the age of sixteen and to be persistently leading 
criminal life, or (2) to have been previously 
found guilty as an habitual criminal and sentenced to pre- 
ventive detention In Rex v. Davis (1917, 2 K. B., p. 855), 
Sankey, J., held that these two alternatives must be read dis- 
of the second is enough to support 
habitual criminal, no matter how long the 
reformed habitual has been leading his reformed life. This 
ew seems inevitable unless the Act is to be tortuously con- 
ind the Court of Criminal Appeal has now given effect. 

must the Court 


a disnonest oOo! 


junctively, and that proof 


a conviction as an 


But thereupon a second point arose 


to it 

entence such an habitual criminal to a period of preventive 

letention—there being no alternative punishment possible ? Or 
i sentence of preventive detention a matter lett to the dis- 

retion of the Court, which may or may not impose the sentence 


wecording to circumstance 
A Locus Panitentiz. 

ILiTHERTO THE universal view of judges has been that no 
option exists. There is no alternative punishment prescribed for 
lndeed, judges, in passilig a sentence ol 
usually tell the prisoner that they are 


an habitual crimina 
preventive detention, 
their only discretion 1s as to ite 


compelled by law to pa it; 
But the statute does not say so. 


duration 
It is in these words (section 10 (1)) 


five or ten years 


Where & perso mvicted on ind ment ot a crime 
| subsequeently the offender admits that he is or is found by 
ury 1 be a hat i mina und the Court passes a sentence 


opinion that by reason of 
expedient for the pro 


pepnal servitude, the Court, if it is of 


criminal habits and mode of lite it 


tion of the p iblic that the offender should be ke pt um detention 

‘ adsye | t years may pass a turther sentence 

rdering that on tl determination of the sentence of penal 
tude he be detained for h period not exceeding ten nor leas 
than five years, as the Court may determine, and such detention 


reinafter referred to as preventive detention 

And the Court of Criminal Appeal took the view that it is 
not necessary to pass any sentence at all if the trial judge in 
his discretion considers that preventive detention ought not 
to be passed. This also appears to be the strict literal inter 
pretation of the section, although the result is not one generally 
expected. Such a discretion existing, the question arose whether 
the circumstances were such as to warrant a sentence of preven 
tive detention. Herethe Court considered that the learned trial 
judge had misdirected himself as to the principle. He should 
recognised that a locus paemtentie must be left to an 
who by good conduct: may redeem his status even 
; In the present case good 


have 

habitual, 
if he afterwards commits a crime 
service in the Army inea time of national emergency must be 
regarded as extenuating the previous criminality, and a re- 
turning soldier of good character should be treated as if he 
were commencing, not continuing, a pre-war career of crime 
The sentence was therefore reduced to one of twelve months 
hard labour without preventive detention 


Presumption of Survivorship. 

WE REFERRED in these columns last week (ante, 
the rule of English law, in this respect differing 
Code Napoleon, that there is no presumption o! law arising 
from age or sex as to survivorship among persons whose death 
‘The occasional harsh- 


p 318) to 


from the 


is occasioned by one and the same cause 
ness with which the rule operates was illustrated by the case 
of Wing v. Angrave (1860, 8 H. L. C. 183). Now that reform 
of the law of property 1s on foot, the present time would seem 
. legislative alteration 
House of Lords 
venerally 


ent opportunity for 
of the rule thus firmly established by the 
decision in Wing v. A It is not, 
known that some of the oversea legislatures have already moved 
in the direction of as tatute law to the rule 
as laid down in the Code Napoleon. In the case of New South 
Wales this very case of Wing v. Angrave was in all probability 
the cause of an amendment of the existing law on the subject 
The decree from which the case, reported in 8 H. L. C., was 
16th November, 1857, 


to afford an excel 
perhap . 


qrave. 


imilating thei 


and though 


made on 


an appeal was 








336 











this does not appear to be reported, it was similar to a decree 
in another part of the same case made on 3rd February. 
1855, and reported as Underwood v. Wing (4 D. M. & G. 633). 
From this latter report it appears that Mr. and Mrs. UnpER- 
woop (whose simultaneous death at sea gave rise to the litiga- 
tion) were in fact on board a vessel bound.for New South 
Wales, and the name Unperwoop is well known there. It 
seems clear, therefore, that the circumstances of the ship- 
wreck and the litigation made more impression in New South 
Wales than elsewhere, and suggested the propriety of a change 
in the law. An Act “‘ to remove certain difficulties affecting 
titles to land "’ was passed in 1858 by the New South Wales 
Legislature, and the last section in this statute was as follows. 
‘* In all where two or more persons shall have died 
under circumstances rendering it uncertain which of them 
survived, the death shall, for all purposes affecting the title 
to land, be presumed to have taken place in order of seniority, 
and the younger be deemed to have survived the elder.”’ In 
the recent Conveyancing Act, 1919 (a New South Wales 
reform referred to in these columns, ante, p. 286), section 35 
re-enacts this section with the substitution of ‘‘ any property ”’ 
for ‘‘ land In this amended form the enactment might 
well find a place in the present Law of Property Bill, now 
referred to a joint committee of the Lords and Commons. 


cases 


Mens Rea in Murder Charges. 


Peruars no appeal to the House of Lords, with the exception 
of the famous Scottish Free Church case ten years ago, has 
ever aroused so much public interest as that of Rex v. Beard 
(Times, 6th inst.), in which the House of Lords has just 
delivered its reserved judgment, The point of law was, indeed, 
one of the first magnitude. But it was not this which aroused 
popular interest. The public curiosity was strongly aroused 
by the character of the crime and the nature of the defence. 
Unfortunately, as sometimes happens, popular sentiment was 
not in favour of the enlightened and advanced, but strictly 
logical, view of the law taken by the Court of Criminal Appeal, 
which had reduced a sentence of murder to one of manslaughter 
on the ground of judicial misdirection as to the law causing 
a substantial miscarriage of justice. Moral indignation against 
an unsavoury crime led public opinion to desire a stricter 
interpretation of the law. It is not unlikely that this senti- 
ment was shared by members of the final Court of Appeal, 
for they, too, are human beings. And where considerations 
of legal interpretation are nicely balanced the personal equa- 
tion in the judge is apt to prove the deciding factor. Be th's 
as it may, the older, harder and stricter interpretation of the 
nature of ‘‘ malice aforethought,’’ sufficient to classify a 
homicide as in the order of ‘‘ murder,’ was taken by the 
House of Lords. Not only was the Court of Criminal Appeal 
overruled in the present case, but, in substance, so also was the 
classic dec'sion of the same Court, namely, R. v. Meade (1909, 
1 K. B. 895), which had gone a long way to remove old in- 
humanities in the law of constructive murder. 
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as rape, it does not matter whether he tried to suffocate her 
or did so accidentally. But, on the second point, the Court 
of Criminal Appeal followed R. v. Meade (supra), and held 
that a drunken man may be so drunk as not to appreciate the 
dangerous character of his act. In such a case, they held, he 
is incapable of forming an intent to injure another in a way 
of which murder is a probable consequence; in other words, 
his state of mind does not amount to ‘‘ malice aforethought,”’ 
the mens rea necessary to convert manslaughter into murder. 
They accordingly reduced the conviction to one of man 
slaughter, end substituted penal servitude for capital punish 
ment, 

On this important point the Director of Public Prosecutions 
obtained the leave of the Attorney-General to appeal to the 
House of Lords. Since the House could not at once make up 
its mind, its decision was reserved; but the humane practice 
was very properly adopted by the Home Secretary of an- 
nouncing at once that he proposed to advise a respite by Roya 
prerogative in the event of the House of Lords ultimately 
restoring the verdict of murder. After three months’ delay that 
verdict has been restored. The House of Lords did not, in 
deed, approve of Mr. Justice BarLHacne’s view that drunken 
ness is never a defence unless it amounts to insanity. But 
neither did they approve of the broader view taken by the 
Court of Criminal Appeal in the present case and in that of 
R. v. Meade (supra). They have adopted an intermediate 
position. Their considered opinion is, that where a man, despite 
his drunkenness, can form and has formed an intent to commit 





a crime, short of murder, in the course of which his victim is 
unintentionally killed, then he is guilty of murder in every 
case in which a sober man would be held guilty. But if he 
is too drunk even to form an intent—a possible, but not a 
likely contingency—and does the act which caused death 
without knowing what he is doing, then there is no active 
mens rea, and therefore no malice aforethought. The test 
in the case of drunkenness is, therefore, whether the accused 
can form an intent to commit the felony complained of—in this 
case rape—and not, as the Court of Criminal Appeal held, 
whether he can appreciate the dangerous character of the 
felonous act he intends to commit. 

The result is a somewhat reactionary decision, a reversion to 
the older and less logical, as well as less humane, view of the 
nature of ‘‘ constructive murder.’’ For the essence of murder 
is ‘‘ malice aforethought ’’—i.¢., a deliberate intent to kill 
another. But our courts have for centuries given an artificial 
interpretation to the phrase ‘‘ malice aforethought.’’ They 
have created a curious doctrine of ‘‘ constructive murder,” 
based on the quite unreal principle that a person must be 
presumed to intend the natural and reasonable consequences 
of his acts. In fact, they have held that primd facie homicide 
is murder. The burden is on the defendant to reduce it to 
manslaughter, or to justifiable or excusable homicide, by dis- 
proving ‘‘ malice aforethought.’’ And at first a very narrow 
view was taken of the circumstances in which he would be 
allowed so to disprove mens rea. The law, however, has 





The facts of R. v. Beard (supra) require only a very brief 
statement. A night-watchman was charged with murdering 
a little girl. She had been suffocated in the course of an 
attempt to rape. It was not quite certain whether her 
assailant had placed his hand on her throat to stifle her cries, 
or whether he had accidentally overlain her in the course of 
committing the crime. It was also matter of disputed evidence 
whether he was very drunk on the occasion. But Mr. Justice 
Baitnacne, the trial judge, had directed the jury. in sub- 
stance, that it was immaterial whether the smothering was 
deliberate or casual, and immaterial whether the prisoner was 
drunk or sober—so long as he was not so drunk as to be in 
capable of appreciating the nature of his act or its moral 
wickedness—in other words, only drunkenness causing tem- 
porary insanity is a defence in cases of murder. The Court of 
Criminal Appeal upheld him on the first point; if a man 
smothers a woman in the course of comm’‘tting a felony such 


undergone a steady but progressive development in a faire! 
and more humane direction, to which 2. v. Beard (supra) has 
proved the first check. That development we propose to trace 
briefly. 

When first our common law began to take shape in the 
great days of Sir Epwarp Ccxg, the terribly hard rule pre- 
vailed that a man who, in the course of doing any unlawful 
act, happened to kill another, was guilty of murder (Kenny, 
p. 136). At first it was immaterial whether the unlawfu! 
act was a crime or merely a tort; the wrongdoer could not 
set up his own default. The next stage limited the rule to cases 


‘when the unlawful act was a crime of some kind; and in the 


seventeenth century it got still further limited to killing in 
the course of committing a felonous act (Foster’s Crown Law, 
258). Foster gives an illustration. A man shoots at a fowl 
with intent to steal it and accidentally kills a bystander ; this 
is murder, because attempted theft is felony. He shoots at a 
sparrow or partridge on his neighhbour’s land with intent to 
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4 and po another bystander ; this is mere manslaughter, | 
not murder, because poaching is not a felony. A thief pushes 
a man with intent to steal his watch, the man falls, hits a 
hard flint on the ground and is unexpectedly killed—murder 
A man assaults a woman with intent to ravish her; she Has 
a weak heart and dies of the shock—murde1 Here robbery 
and rape are felonious, and so are attempts to commit them 

But ge FosTEr’s extreme rule got relaxed. In Lad’s 
case (1773, Leach, p 96), the judges shewed great reluctance 
to treat as murder death caused after some interval of time by 
an act of rape. In Rey. v. Serne (16 Cox C. C. 311), the late 
Sir James FitzJames STEPHEN, a great authority on criminal 
law, instructed a jury that such a view is erroneous. And gradu 
ally, in course of time, a new rule has grown up, namely, that 
the unintentional killing of another in the course of a criminal 
act only amounts to murder when the act is imtrinsically 
dangerous to life (per Baron BraMwe tt in &. v. Horsey, 
Kenny's Criminal Cases, 109). In such a case, of course, it is 
immaterial whether the act is a felony or a misdemeanour 
the test is its intrinsic dangerousness to human life. 

Such was the benevolent view of the law which had gradu 
ly crept into isolated judicial decisions when Rk. v. Meade 

supra) came before the Court of Criminal Appeal in 1909 
Nae there the Court definite'y adopted this more humane rule 
They held that homicide in the course of a criminal act is 





murder only when two conditions are satisfied first, that 
the act is intrinsically dangerous to human life so that its 


natural and probable consequences is to kill ; and second, that 


the accused is in a state of mind to appreciate the intrinsic 


dangerousness of his act Both these points must exist in 
order to constitute murder, when none was deliberately in- 
tended. The presumption of intending the consequences natu1 
ally flowing from one’s 
for example, by shewing that the accused was incapacitated 
by drunkenness from realising those consequences. Although 
confined to the specific rebuttal by ‘‘ drunkenness,’’ the rul 
laid down in BR, v. Meade (supi a) was general in its natut 
and constituted a liberal development in the logical direction 
of abolishing the inhumane doctrine of ‘‘ constructive murder 
and replacing it by a humane rule. In Meade’s case, it should 
be pointed out, the act complained of was an attempt to inflict 
grievous bodily harm, not an act of rape; hence the pecific 
intent to do grievous bodily harm had to be proved in addition 
to the intent to assault But in Beard’s case the crime was 
rape, where the intent to do grievous bodily harm is implied 
in the intent to ravish 
the crime is enough ; it is not necessary to prove, in addition, 

specific intent to inflict grievous bodily harm 

It must be recognized that the present decision of the Flouse 
of Lords,’ although they partially distinguish Meade's case 
on the ground suggested at the end of the preceding paragraph, 
is essentially a judgment overruling that enlightened case, 
and restoring the older and narrower rule of the common law. 
It.-might seem to re-establish the principle that where a man 
kills another unintentionally in the course of any criminal! 
act calculated to endanger life or to do grievous bodily harm. 
he must: be presumed guilty of murder whether or not he appre- 
ciated the dangerous character of his act. Although this 
stricter rule may, perhaps, commend itself at the moment to 
public and professional opinion, it seems a correct forecast that 
its inconvenience will be recognized as future cases arise in 


acts may be rebutted several way 


so that the general intent to commit 


which public sentiment is not so strongly stirred. The view o 
Mr. Justice StepHen that such a view is harsh will doubtless 
in the long run reconquer public opinion. 


In the House of Commons on the 4th inst. Mr. Lloyd George 
reply to Brigadier-General Croft, said: With reference to the opera 
tion of the Rent Restriction Acts and of their extensions, continuan 
or amendment, the Committee of Inquiry was appointed by the Cabinet 
to inquire into the whole question. He was painfully conscious of th 
increasing anxiety on the subject There was no matter about which 
he got so many letters as this, but it was very — ba > difficult 
He hoped that the report would be laid on the table Lady Day 
He believed that the Committee’s investi gations would fa. Baw to shop 
keepers 
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| Patents and Designs Act, 


:v. 

Right Under sec. 29 of the principal Act a patent 

bound the Crown, subject to a proviso giving any Government 

| Department or persons authorised by them the right to use the 
lnvention ! the services of the Crown on terms agreed on, 
ol in default of agreement, settled by the Tre isury alter 
hearing all parties interested This section has not proved 
atistactory or adequate in practice; [ot instance, to take one 
point only, it afforded no means of settling a dispute whether 
the invention was being used, or as to the validity of the 
patent A new section 29 is, by section 8 of the new Act, 
substituted for the old one It is too long for quotation 


here, but while re-enacting in the main the former section, 
except the provision for settlement of terms by the Treasury, 


t pl é tor relerence ol disputes as to the use, as 
well as to the terms of user of the invention, and intro- 
duces a hew proviso w th reference to any invention recorded 
in a document by, or tried by or on behalf of, a Government 
Department before the date of a patent In such a case, if the 
invention was not communicated directly or indirectly by 
the applicant for the patent or the patentee, any Government 
Depart ment, or persons authorised in writing by them, may 
use the invention free of any royalty or other payment to the 


patentee Provision is made for confidential disclosure of the 
document recording the invention or the evidence of the trial, 
dis ire would be detrimental to the public interest. 
In case of any dispute is to the making, use or exercise of 
an invention under’’ the section, ‘‘ or the terms therefor, 
rr as to the existence o1 scope of any record or trial as afore 
said,’’ the matter is to be referred to the Court for decision, 
and the Court may refer the whole matter or any question or 
issue of fact to be tried before a special or official referee or an 
arbitrator The Court, referee or arbitrator may, with the 
consent of the parties, take into consideration the validity of 
the patent for the purposes only of the reference and for the 
determination of the issues between the applicant and the 
Department; and may, in settling terms for the use, take into 
consideration any benefit compensation which the patentee, 
or any other person interested in the patent, may have received 
directl 
ment Department in respect of the patent 

The right of user of an -invention for the services of the 

] 


vy or indirectly from the Crown or from any Govern 


Crown is to include, and to be deemed always to have in 


cluded, the power to sell an articles made in pursuance of 
such right which are no longer required for the services of the 
Crown (new section 29 (3)) 

The terms of any agreement or licence concluded between the 


inventor or patentee and any person other than a Government 


Department are to be inoperative so far as concerns the mak 
ing, use or exercise of the invention for the service of the 
Crown (section 29 (1)) ° 

By section 15 of the Act of 1919 the registration of a design 
has the same effect as against the Crown as against a subject, 
but the provisions above referred to are made applicable to 


registered design 

The new provisions as to the terms on which an invention 

or a design can be used by or on behalf of a Government De 

partment do not come into operation until such time as may 
99 


be fixed by Order of the Board of Trade (section 22) 


Viscellancous Other amendments contained in the new 
Act are as to oppositions to grants of patents (section 1): as 
to the grant and sealing of patents where there are disputes 
between joint applicants, or where the applic int has agreed to 
assign a patent when granted, and refuses to proceed with 
the application (section 5); as to costs and security for costa 
in proceedings before the comptroller (section 12); as to an 
order for the grant of a licence operating as a licence by deed 
(section 3): as to the registration of assignments, etc. (section 
i), extending also to designs) ; as to the registration of patent 
agents (section 18); and an amendment of section 75, giving 
1 right of anneal where a patent or design is refused as being 

















































— 




















































338 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. March 13, 1420 








contrary to law or morality. As to registration, it should be 
noticed that a document or instrument in respect of which no 
entry has been made in the register, in accordance with the 
provisions of the new section substituted for the old section 71, 
is not to be admitted in evidence in any Court in proof of the 
title to a patent or copyright in a design, or to any interest 
but proceedings 
The provisions 
as to the registration of patent agents provide that nothing 
therein is to be taken to prohibit solicitors from taking such part 
as they have heretofore taken in any proceedings under the 
Act 

Designs With respect to designs, besides the provision 
noticed above, there is a new definition of a design, and an 


therein, unless the Court otherwise directs ; 


for rectification of the register are ex epted 


amendment of the grounds on which application can be made 
The definition 
means only the features of shape, 


to the comptrol er for cancellation of a design 
Design ’ 
configuration, pattern or ornament applied to any article by 
any industrial] process or mean hether manual, mechanical 
or chemical, separate or combined, which in the finished article 


is as follows 


appeal to and are judged solely by the eye; but does not in 
clude any mode or principle of construction, or anything which 
| (section 19) 
] 1 ? 
An application for the cancellation of the registration of a 
design may be made on the ground (a) that the design ha 
been published in the United Kingdom prior to the date of 


registration ; or (4) that the design is applied by manufacture 


is in substance a mere mechanical device 


to any article in foreign country, and is not so applied by 
manufacture in the United Kingdom to such an extent as 
] 


is reasonable in the circumstances of the case In the case last 


mentioned the comptroller may give time by adjourning the 
application, and in lieu of cance! n he may order the grant 
of a compulsory licence on such terms as he may consider just 
An appeal lies to the Court, a 


an application to the Court for tria 


mptroller may reler 
ection 14) 

Amendments of the principal Act, relating to minor details, 
are set out in the schedule to the Act of 1919 (section 20 and 
schedule) It may be noticed that a patent of addition doe 
f the patent for the 

if the Court or the 
comptroller so orders, become an independent patent, but not 
enduring beyond the term of the patent for the original in 
vention 


not now necessarily come to an end 


original invention revoked. It may 


The Income Tax Commission. | 


(Continued from p. 322.) 

lo a certain extent discrimination is already made between 
married and unmarried persons in the allowances for wife and 
children ; but there has been no real att mpt to make the assessable 
income correspond to the number of persons to be supported out of 
it. In this respect it is interesting to note the evidence of Mr 

E. R. Carrer, on behalf of the Labour Party, who said (p. 987) 
The fairness of this method is so obvious that the prin 
ciple has been accepted for many years in some European 
countries, outside the United Kingdom, where income tax is 
collected Norway furnishes a good illustration In that 
country persons liable to taxation are divided into (a) those 
who have no one to support, ¢.g mpanies, &e., (b) those 
to support, (c) those whe 
ind (d) those who have 


who have from one to three persons 


have four to six persons to suppor 


seven Or more persons to suppor The amount of income 
actually taxed is in proportion ¢ i liability of the tax 
payer as expressed by those classes Those who are counted 
ws ‘ dependent ’ are his children (own or adopted), his parents 
brothers, sisters, and other relations and connections by mar 


riage who might have a reasonal sim to his support 

And he advocated (p. 988) the deduction of the necessary travellir 

expenses of going to and from work, a matter which seems obvious 

though the Revenue Authorities have not hitherto recognized it 
We must pass very rapidly over e sixth and seventh instal 

ments of evidence, or the Report will be published before we have 


I 


g 
iP 4 


completed our summary of the materials on which it is to be 
founded. A good deal of further evidence was given as to the 
insufficiency of the present allowance for repairs under Schedule 
A—for instance, by Mr. Enwin Evans and Mr. Rospert DuNtop 
on behalf of property owners’ associations in England and Treland 





It was submitted by the former (p. 997) that the minimum allow- 
ance should be—£40 and under, gross value, one-third; between 
£40 and £60, one-fourth ; over £60, one-fifth, and he regarded the 
allowances, additional to the authorized onesixth under the 
Finance Act of last year, as being in practice too difficult to be of 
mtuch benefit. In theory the owner should be allowed to deduct the 
actual cost of repairs; but Mr. W. S#artanp, an assistant Chief 
Inspector of Taxes, considered (p. 1031) that, with some 12,000,000 
properties and 2,000,000 owners there were insuperable objections 
to this from the administrative point of view. And yet the same 
objection might be made to the allowance of business expenses 
That actual cost of repairs should be deducted was also urged by 
Mr. W. A. Havitann and Mr. Lesiie 8S. Woop, on behalf of the 
Land Union and other societies (p. 1094) :— 

‘“* We suggest, therefore, that, in all cases, the landowner 
should be given the option of being assessed an respect of his 
income from land and houses under Schedule D, viz., on his 
iverage net income therefrom during the three years preceding 
the year of assessment.”’ 

Mr. Joun W. Bupp, of Messrs. Budd, Johnson, Jacks & Col 
clough, and Mr. Ranpie F. W. Howme, of Messrs. Godden, Holme 
& Ward, gave evidence on behalf of the Law Society. Mr. 
Bupp repeated the protest made by earlier witnesses against the 
taxation here of agents of foreign manufacturers. This, he con- 
siders, prevents agencies being established, and deprives the coun- 
try of much incidental business. In his view (p. 1175) :— 

The trade is exercised and the profits of the non-residents 
are earned at the place where the goods are manufactured or 
produced, and where the brains and control of the business are 
it work. The only trade exercised here is the trade of the 
agent, who, of course, pays tax in respect of his remuneration 
as agent.’’ 

lie also emphasized the protest of previous witnesses against the 
failure to make proper allowance in respect of wasting assets, such 
as nitrate grounds; and urged that the present differentiation in 
favour of earned incomes was inadequate; and that to remove a 
general feeling of grievance, the rate of taxation on incomes earned 
personally should be reduced to one-half of income from invest- 
ments 

As regards procedure on appeals, Mr. Hotme urged that there 
should be power to extend the time for notice of appeal—the 
present rules being too strict—while, after notice, limits should be 
introduced for the subsequent proceedings (p. 1177) :— 

‘* It is most desirable that there should be time limits fixed 
for the following steps in the procedure :— 

(1) submission by the Special or General Commissioners 
of the draft case to appellant ; 

(2) return of draft case by appellant ; 

(3) submission of draft case to respondent ; 

(4) return of draft case by respondent ; 

(5) final settlement and signature of the case by the 
Special or General Commissioners ; 

(6) delivery of points of argument. 

The parties should have power to extend these times by 
agreement, and, in default of agreement, the Revenue Judge 
should have power to extend them, as well as the time limits 
already imposed by law. When appeals have once been set 
down arrangements should be made for hearing them during 
the same or the following term.”’ 

And, further, Mr. Hoimer urged that the right of appeal should 
not be cut down by particulary statutes, as is done in certain cases 
with regard to excess profits duty: ‘‘ There should in all cases 
be a right of appeal to the General or Special Commissioners from 
every decision of the Inland Revenue ”’ (p. 1177). We may call 
ittention, too, to the specimen forms of certificate of deduction of 
tax from dividends which he produced (p. 1178). 

Evidence was also given by Mr. Puitiie H. Martineat of 
Messrs. Martineau & Reid, a member of the Council] of the Law 
Society, who called attention to the hardship inflicted on tenants 
for life by the decision in Karl Howe v. Inland Revenue Commis- 
seoners (1919, 2 K. B. 336; 63 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 514) as 
regards assessments to super-tax. It may be necessary for a 
tenant for life to raise sums of money to discharge his obligations 
in connection with the estate, and for this purpose he probably 
has to borrow on the security of his life interest with a policy of 
insurance: but while he is allowed to deduct interest on the loan, 
he is not allowed to deduct the insurance premiums which also 
are a necessary expens of the security. Mr. MARTINEAU’S ex- 
amination elicited the information that a tenant for life. might, 
with an income of £30,000, have to pay £16,000 interest and 
£15,000 income tax, whereupon (p. 1191): 

‘ Chairman (Lord Cotwyn): I am wondering how they can 
spend £31,000 and receive £30,000; that is the thing that 1s 


bothering me.’ 
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“Mr. Prerrmax: That is the law. I do not think it is 
realized by the public, but that is the position.”’ 

Perhaps the boldest of the witnesses was Mr. Joun Mackie, a 
chartered accountant in Ireland, who proposed, among other 
things, to abolish taxation at the source, Schedules A, B, C, D, 
and E, relief in respect of life insurance premiums, and the dis- 
tinction between earned and unearned income; also to merge 
super-tax in a graduated income tax—as had been suggested by 
others—and to extend the income tax to capital profits (pp. 1214 
et seq.); but his evidence we need not examine in detail. 
And we can only refer briefly to the further evidence 
of Mr. FE. R. MHarrisox, an Assistant Secretary of 
the Board of Inland Revenue (pp. 1225 et seq.), which 
was concerned with various matters arising out of evidence 
given by other witnesses, such as the form of the taxpayer's return, 
assessments on partnership profits, the merger, just referred to, 
of super-tax in income tax (which, he pointed out, was not con- 
sistent with the present system of collection at the source), appeals, 
repayments (reference being again made to the proposed decen- 
tralization of the repayments work, so as to enable the taxpayer to 
obtain repayment more easily and speedily), the period of the year 
of assessment, and the statement of the taxpayer's total liability. 

Mr. Ernest C. Peorer, F.C.A. (Seventh Instalment, pp. 1305 
et seq.), put in as his evidence-in-chief a valuable memorandum 
on the doctrine of control in relation to international trade and 
double income tax, and-he emphasized the fact that the transfer 
of the contro] of businesses from this country involves the loss of a 
large amount of incidental business, ‘and he developed this view 
by examining various instances, such as banking, shipping, and 
insurance profits, and buying and selling commissions. The 
memorandum will repay careful study by those interested in the 
question. When asked by Mr. McLintock whether he had .had 
many cases of the control being actually removed from this country, 
he replied (p. 1313) :— 

** During the war I have had four cases of the contro 
actually having been removed; those were cases where th: 
accelerating force was the excess profits duty, but I have been 
assured by the people themselves that they would have gone 
in any event because of the income tax. In all those cases 
there were preponderating foreign interests.’’ 

Very interesting evidence was given, too, by Mr. H. Bertram 
Cox, Solicitor of Inland Revenue, in particular on the form of 
the consolidating Income Tax Act of 1918, and on the suggested 
rearrangement of the schedules, and with regard to appeals. On 
the first point, his examination by Mr. Kerty includes the follow- 
ing (p. 1320) :— j 

** 26,650. As an example, have you had any experience of the 
present Copyright Act ?—No, I have not had to deal with 
that at all. 

26,651. It is an example, perhaps I may suggest to you, to 
be avoided. An attempt was made to give a literary form to 
the Act because it was the Copyright Act; and, according to 
my experience, very few lawyers have succeeded in finding out 
what iat means. So that is an example to be avoided /—Of 
course it is always desirable as far as possible to keep to the 
forms of expression and terms which are familiar.’ 

And from later questions (p. 1326) it is to be gathered that it 
will be quite impossible for Parliament to make any general change 
in the law of income tax in consequence of the recommendations 
of the Committee by 5th August, the latest date for the Finance 
Act of the year. Further official evidence will be found at pp. 
1328 et seq. by Sir THomas Coriins, Chief Inspector of Taxes, and 
Mr. E. R. Harrison; and Sir Artuur Streer-Martianp followed 
up the evidence of Mr. Prexen and earlier witnesses by emphasiz- 
ing the loss caused by the removal of the management of companies 
from this country owing to double income tax and the high rate 
of the tax. The summary of the evidence which we have given 
from time to time shews the large number of points, most of them 
of complexity and — with which the Commission will 
have to deal in their Report. 


Reviews. 
Title to Land. 


Nores on Perusinc TITLes, CONTAINING PRACTICAL OBSERVA- 
TIONS ON THE PoINTS MOST FREQUENTLY ARISING ON A PERUSAL 
or Tittes To REAL AND LEASEHOLD PROPERTY, AND AN 
Epirome or THE NOTES ARRANGED BY WAY OF REMINDERS. 
By Lswis E. Emmet, Solicitor. Ercuta Eprrion. The 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited). 20s. net. 

With the addition of new matter, including the reference to some 

300 further cases, some condensation and elimination has been 

negessary in the present issue of Mr. Emmet’s well-known and useful 








work ; and, in particular, the law as to personal representatives and 
trustees selling under a charge of debts under Lord St. Leonards’ 
Act, which is now practically obsolete, has been omitted. In the 
natural order, the book commences with the consideration of 
questions arising on the contract, and at p. 6 will be found the cases 
on that perpetually recurring point, whether a contract has been 
really concluded, or whether the matter still rests in negotiation, 
and the formal and binding contract is to come Jater. Not least 
useful is the judgment of the late Lord Parker when in the Chancery 
Division in Von //at feldt- Wilde nburg v. Alexander (1912, 1 Ch. 284), 
The suceeeding chapters on the contents of the abstract of title, and 
its perusal and the sending in of requisitions are full of guidance to 
the young practioner, and can well be referred to by the expert. And 
when, as is often the case, conveyancing business presses, and it is 
difficult to keep pace with the limits of time, it is useful to be 
reminded that the day of delivery of the abstract is excluded from 
the time for sending in requisitions. Part II. discusses the various 
points arising on deeds—th eparties, the operative words, covenants, 
and so on ; and Part III. takes up wills and settlements. Part lV. 
is devoted to copyholds. Perhaps what the practitioner chiefly wants 
is a ready guide to the points arising on death duties. These are 
now go complex that conciseness in dealing with them is difficult, 
but a very useful summary will be found at p. 307 et seg. We seem 
to be on the eve of great changes in conveyancing, and no writer or 
editor can feel confident as to the future form of his book ; but for 
present requirements Mr. Emmet’s book will continue to be a 
welcome help to the conveyancer 





Mercantile Law. 


Stevens’ Mercantice Law. Sixth Eprrion. By HERBERT 
Jacoss, of the inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth 
& Co. 


This new edition of well-known students’ text-book can be 
recommended with confidence to all who have to pass any examina- 
tion requiring knowledge of the principlesof commercial law. The 
older editions of “Stevens” were greatly improved when Mr. 
Jacobs first undertook the task of revising them a dozen years ago ; 
and the 1920 edition lives up to the merits of its predecessors. The 
first part states concisely, but lucidly and accurately, the leading 
rules of the law of contract Then follows a detailed study ot 
those categories of contract most important in business, ¢.7., Sale of 
Goods, Partnership, Hire, Charter-parties,and negotiable instruments. 
Companies are discussed briefly but adequately, with references to 
the Companies Consolidation Act of 1908 in substitution for the older 
references to the earlier Acts. “ Bankruptcy ” finishes the volume ; 
and in this subject, too, recent consolidating legislation is responsible 
for rearrangement and the remodelling of references. Of course, 
war contract law—such as the development of the famous 
‘** Impossibility of Performance” rule—takes up considerable space 
in this edition. But, on the other hand, Mr. Jacobs shews a true 
sense of perspective by crushing Emergency Legislation (which is 
only dealt with by casual references wherever it happens to be 
relevant) into the briefest possible space. An admirable book, and 
one which even Bar and Law Society students can learn a great 
deal from. 








Correspondence. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—The Council have received an intimation from Sir Arthur 
Thring, K.C.B., that directions have been given to the House of 
Lords Taxing Officer to allow, as respects House of Lords appeals, 
the same increase as is sanctioned by the recent Rules of the 
Supreme Court, namely, 334 per cent. in respect of business done 
after the 31st August, 1919. 

E. R. Cook, Secretary. 
Law Soeiety’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.-C. 2. 9th March. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir.—Are Commissioners’ fees governed by the 33) per cent. 
increase | ; é; 

Youna & Sons. 

29, Mark-lane, London, E.C. 3. 3rd March. 

[The fees are authorized by Appendix N, item 198, and appear to 
be governed by the increase—at any rate where the affidavit is for 
use in the Supreme Court.—Eb., S./.]. 

















































































Expenses of Production of Deeds, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir,—The General Conditions of Sale published by the Birming 
ham Law Society provide as follows 
‘32. (ii.) The vendor shall, at his own expense, verify th 
ibstract by the production of all such documents and evidences 
of title as are in his possession or in the possession of the 
vendor's mortgagee or trustee, 
L. ArTHUR SMITH, 
Hon. Secretary, Birmingham Law Society 
Birming nam, 9th M arch. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS v. BEARD. léth, 17th and 


1¥ih December ; 5th March. 


CriminaL Law—Murper—Act or VIOLENCE IN FURTHERANCE OF A 


Fecony—Derence Or DRUNKENNESS 


DR. wu tcted if murder fat feen-y j lL, and } 
tenced f edical iden that th J lied fron 
suffocatio i fe é Theo ly deje put forward wa that Li. at 
the time " iru i) a] peal the Court fcr al 1 ppeal reduced 
the sent e to on j nsltaughter with tu ty yer } al servitude, 
being of at, although B. had fered t jirt, there hada 

f been a pro] tion to the jury yt a f drunkenness, a 
laid dow IK lead LYUY, 1 A. &. Gyo it u there heta 

‘ ‘ u wa ue é be laken to ints the natu 

; qu / acta, the p smption of crimined intent might b¢ 
rebutted in the ca of a man u u drunk by eh ing hie mind 
tu have beer affected by the in that he was incapabl vf knowing 
that wu ti ‘ doing wda tk / » wnpliclt serious injury, and tf that 
presumplion i ebutted, the " ‘ é iid be redu i lu one of an 
laught 

/ appeared 

iield 4 j iL, fi in i ise in ul u ense could 
not be supported Lhere was n ae e here that L. wads so druni 
that Ae wu i Lyn € of forming ft intent to commit the crime of 
rp a | i fherelo r wed, and the death acntence 
eat ed ; 

embie t Nleadk ise was alsv islingua hable froi the present 
we on the g ind that to establish the charge m Mead cuse if 
netessary t ] 8] ift intent ft bodily harm, whereas here il 
wus y nece iry tv prove that th ent act causing death wae don 
wm fu ‘ d f é jetony of raj 

Appeal by the Crown from an order of the Court of Criminal Appeal 

A 4 j L. RK. Ihe respondent, Arthur Beard, was 
victed at the Chester Assizes of the murder of a thirteen-year-old 
xirl, and sentenced to death rie appealed against the conviction 
on the gr i, tnfer alia, that the direction to the jury as to the ellect 
of drunkenness on crime was not in accordance with the law The 
Court hela that the evidence established that Beard killed the child by 
an act ol ‘ e ¢ mitted in furthe mee of the crime ol rape ; that 
this constituted the me of murder; and that the judge (Bailhache, 
J.) rightly directed the jury on the point. With regard to the defence 
of drunkenness as an excuse for the crime, the jary, in their opinion, 
were not properly directed on the law laid down in Rex v. Merde 
1909, 1 kh. B. 895) and other authoritic it was impossible for the 
( irt to say what the ve dict would have been if a proper direction on 
this point had been given the jury, and therefore they reduced the ver 
dict to one manslaughter and a sentence of twenty years’ penal ser 
vitude Che appeal asked that the sentence of death should be restored 
It was mentioned that the inevitable ds lay ¢ sused by the appeal Lo 
their lordships’ House was held by the Home Secretary a sufficient 
reason for advisil His Majesty that, whatever the r« sult of the appeal 
might be, the sentence of death should t be carried out 

Lord BIRKENHEAD, ( n his cot lered judgment, which was con 
curred in by all the noble and learned lords present, said that the case 
vas } t to their lordships’ bar under section 1 (6) of the Criminal 
\ppe ul Act 1907 upon the certificate « f the Attorney-General that the 
decision wppealed from involved a point of law of exceptional import 
ANC lhe undisputed facts were that Beard outraged and killed a girl 
of thirteen. He was tried for his life before Bailhache, J., and th 
sole defence put forward was that he was so drunk that his crime 
must be pronounced manslaughter and not murder. Upon this issue 
Bailha he, J., gave the following direction of law to the jury It is 
no defence to say, ‘I should not have done that wicked thing if I had 
not been so drunk But if he has satisfied you by evidence that he 
was so absolutely drunk at the time that h really did not know what 
he was doing r did not know that he was doing wrong, then the 
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defence of drunkenness succeeds to this extent—that it reduces the 
crime from murder to manslaughter. What 1 mean by that is a sort 


of thing like this ; supposing he cuts a woman's throat under the im 
pression that he is cutting the throat of a ig, then the crime of 
marder is reduced to the crime of manslaughter. But if a man says, 
‘] was mad and turned into a brute by drink,’ it is no defence 
unless he satisfies you that he was so far out of his senses that he did 
not know what he was doing The jary, after a very brief delibers 
tion, returned a verdict of murder. On this direction two separate 
and independent points of misdirection were taken on behalf of the 
prisoner : (1) That the learned judge should have told the jury that, if 


they were of opinion that the violent act which was the immediate 
cause of death was not intentional, but was an accidental consequence 
of placing his hand over the mouth of the deceased so as to prevent 
her from screaming, they could, and should, return a verdict of man. 
slaughter ; and (2) that the learned judge wrongly directed the jury as 
to the defence of drunkenness, and gave a direction which was not in 
accordance with the decision in Meade’s case, and was applicable ouly 
the defence of insanity. The first objection failed, the Court being 
pinion (apart from the defence of drunkenness) that the evidence 
iblished that the prisoner killed the child by an act which by the 
law of England was murder, and no attempt to displace this view of 
the law had been made at the bar of this House. The second objection 
the Court of Criminal Appeal felt bound by the decision in few y. 
Veade to hold that the judge had given a direction which was calcu 
lated to mislead the jury by imposing a test applicable only to the 
detence of insanity instead of the test, imagined to be generally laid 
down in Meade’s case, for application to the defence of drunkenness. 
It was contended by the Crown in this House that, while the decision 
in Meade’s case might have been right upon the facts there proved, it 
vas an authority of limited and not of general application ; that in its 
limited application Meade'’s case did not affect the present case, and 
that, consequently, there was no misdirection. In Jeade’s case the 
rule was laid down in these terms: “A man is taken to intend the 
natural consequences of his acts This presumption may be rebutted 
(1) in the case of a sober man in many ways; (2) it may also be re 
butted in the case of a man who is drunk, by shewing his mind to have 
been so affected by the drink he had taken that he was incapable of 
knowing that what he was doing was dangerous—.¢., likely to inflict 
serious injury. If this be proved, the presumption that he intended to 
do grievous bodily harm is rebutted.’’ The larguage there used would 
mean that a person charged with a crime of violence might shew, nh 
order to rebut the presumption that he intended the natural conse 
quences of his acts, that he was so drunk that he was incapable of 
knowing that what he was doing was dangerous. In the present case 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, notwithstanding the opinion it had ex- 
pressed that an act of violence done in furtherance of rape was murder, 
held that it was bound to follow this decision, and that the jury shotild 
have been directed to consider whether Beard, at the time of placing 
his hand on the child as described, was incapable of knowing that what 


he was doing was dangerous—7.e., likely to cause serious injury. The 
proposition in .\Jeade’s case in its wider interpretation could not be 
supported by authority. In Meade’s case the crime charged was that 


death arose from violence done with intent to cause grievous bodily 
harm. In this case the death arose from a violent act done in further- 


ance of what was in itself a felony’ of yiolen e. In Meade's case, there 
fore, it was essential to prove the specific intent: in Heard’s case it 
was only necessary to prove that the violent act causing death was done 


n furtherance of the felony of rape. Drunkenness in thes case could 
be no defence, unless it could be established that Beard, at the time 
4f committing the rape, was so drunk that he was incapable of forming 
the intent to commit it, which was not in fact, and, manifestly, having 
regard to the evidence, could not be intended. For in the present case 
death resulted from two acts or from a succession of acts, the rape and 
the act of violence causing suffocation. The capacity of the mind of 
the prisoner to form the felonious intent which murder involved was, iti 
other words, to be explored in relation to the ravishment, and not im 
relation merely to the violent acts which gave effect to the ravishment 
His lordship then dealt with the actual direction given by Bailhache, .J., 
und said that, although open to criticism, and in some respects un 





»pily conceived, he was not prepared, reading the summing up as a 
vhole, to hold that in this case it amounted to, or should be treated 
is, a misdirection. The defence which was founded upon insanity was 
ne thing. The defence which was founded upon drunkenness was an 
other. He doubted whether, in the present case, there was any sufficient 
vidence to go to the jury that the prisoner was in the only relevant 
é lrunk at all. There was certainly no evidence that he was tos 
irunk to ferm the intent of committing rape. Under these circum 


stances it was proved that death was caused by an act of violence done 
n furtherance of the felony of rape. Such a killing was by the law 
f England murder. For these reasons he moved that the appeal should 
be allowed and the conviction of murder restored. 


In this judgment the Earl of Reapine, C.J., Viscount Hatpane, Lords 
Dunepin, Atkinson, SuMNeR, BUCKMASTER and PHILLIMORE concurred 

Counset, for the Crown, Sir Gordon Hewart, A.-(., Sir Ernest Pot 
lock, 8.-G., Sir Ellis Griffith, K.C., Sir Richard Muir, Branson, and 
Ralph Sutton; for the respondent, Artemus Jones, K.C., Austin Jones. 
and Dallas Waters. Soxricrrorns, Director of Public Prosecutions : 
Haslam & Senders, for Henry Bostock. 


[Reported by Exsstne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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5 a sort for all hia hori a¢ teate fas one ertein eereentoces in 
the im Court of Appeal. peapeet of purese’ thereon, 
rime of , : 
it sae, | Re LYNE-STEPHENS AND SCOTT-MILLER'S CONTRACT. No. 1. |. //¢ld, (1) that this wae an agreement for personal services not contain 
defenes 17th and 18th February. a any independ nt > pas ve of pu ut on, @ i that ani nets mm could 
t he did Vexpor ano PurcuaserR—CompLeTion—Sae or Freenotp House WIth | anyon, As 4 , / ie eae 
leliberas Vacant Possession—Exprration or Lease on Dare Frxep ror Com : 
separate PLETION—Ruicut To Recetve Money Parip sy Lessee in DisCHARGE OF Lumley Wagner (1 D. M. & G. 604 plied 
of the LiaBILITy FOR DILAPrpaTIoNs. (2) That the agreement lacked tuality i ote eS 
that, if { freehold house let ona reparing lease, wit h had bee upled anction ight not to be grant 
mediate during the war by the military, and consid: rably damaged, wa put uy This was a motion for an interis . sa +] lefendant 
oe fer sale, the purchase to be com ple ted and vacant } es n given to rom entering into or Wea) ei t . * 1 nt my box ow y= 
prevent the purchaser on the date of the eryrration of the te ‘ nak , or arrvit ont anv eng eament - : : : 12%)» st 
»f man- - , + ying gag | ex il boxer other 
jury as Held, that a sum of money agreed after the sale to be poad by the} than such contests 1 envacementa which had heen o: dd he an 
$ not in re Sees Sy et Sener fs } . “¥ ans i" | for him by or through the plaintiff. The plaintiff had assisted 
»le only liahility under the repatring covenants of th helonged to the the defendant with his early training d expenses as a boser élnte he 
t being vt ndor, and not to the purchaser . teen ye irs of age ind { e 14t} ] ri 914. th defendan 
whideual Re Edie and Brown’s Contract (58 L. 7 yi rot the plaintiff the f ving letter | consideration of thu 
by the Decision of Sargaut, J., afirmed im Os nd also ir nsideration of your many services rendered 
view ot Appeal by the pure haser from a decision of Sarga J., on a vendor and rendered u me | undertake that 1 shali | e the eole 
djection and purchaser summons. The vendor, Mr. Scott-Mi , was the owne1 rT . ements = matching me for all my boxit contests and engage 
Rex y of a large freehold house and grounds km as Lower Grove House ments during the peried of the next seven years vith certain other 
s calcu Roehampton, Surrey, which he had let tor a term expiring 29th Seq enehts there set out Che letter was signed by the defendant and 
to the tember, 1919, at a rent of £500 per annum, and subject to covenants itr und contained a statement that it had been ud over and 
lly laid to keep and deliver up the property im good repair and i ni Ox] to the defendant. In 1919 the defendant d | to employ 
enness, During the war possession had been taken of the, house by the Govern the pla ff ar more, and this actior 3 accordil ought For 
lecision ment tor the accommodation of the Roya! Air | e, and when it as | (NO purposes OF the mot the agreement was treated a ily entered 
»ved, it yacated it was leit in a very bad condition of repair | end ; though this w n issue the ! 
t in its put the property up for sat vith possess t : FLL, J er tating the tacts uid he estior vhether 
se, and auction on Oth July. 1919. and the auctionec ‘ meced the a ment of i4th January, 1914 s of wh a } it t the Court 
we the sale that the properiy had beer cruelly treated by soldi but that vt mt ar - junet to entoree It. is ar f ent f personal 
nd the the dumage was only superficial, and that it could be ‘ ed oe and Lum / iW f 1D. M. & GC. 604 nd Whttwood 
sbutted Ms iorner beauty Conditior 4 of the onditions of sa. ie One Co. \ Hardy i (1891 Ul +1¢ ew that he Ox t ought 
be re that up to the date of compietion the rents and profits ere to v6 ut nt al net » re 6 ot ar reement personal 
lo have received and the outgoings discharygea by t endor, and on co > injess the agree t ! un independent negative stipula 
able of pletion the purchaser was to be let into possession of the property t that no one else shall be employed. Davis \ } re n (1894. 3 Ch 
inflixt as trom when the outgoings were to be discharged by him Thy 604 nd Kirchner & Co Jenkin (1909. 1 C} 113 . b have alen 
ded to property was knocked down to the purchaser, Mr, Lyne-Stepher eum. Tens 1 ‘ that an agreement wil erative in 
would who was the highest bidder, at £8,900, The completion was fixed fo: rm e affirmative ibstanee H the t t is not 
lew, fh 29th September, the date when the lease expired Some six week hea , “ive so far a i ative stipulation in be inferred 
conse after the sale, after negotiations, the vendor and lessee agreed that the from the word ‘ Chere is, therefore, no independent negative 
able of latter should pay the sum of £2,060 in full payment of the dilapida stipulat 0 OF the case within Lumley Wagner, and no injun 
it case Betions. This sum was paid into a bank in the joint names of the lessee | tior L to he ranted Another re n why I think I will be 
ad ex and vendor, and before completion was claimed by the purchaser as | ©**! ' : Hrscretion refusing an injunction is that the agree 
1urder, belonging to him Upon a vendor and purchaser summons being take | ment t t ; t he ng impossible to point to any definite ser 
shotild out to decide the question Sargant, J., held the vendor is entitled ‘ BR, b the | - tit ho inl to render.—CounseL, Emanuel, K.C 
rlax Mg do the money The purchaser appe aled | f $ ; K.¢ al 1s ¢ SOLICTTOR Voevholl d 
t what Tue Courr dismissed the appeal é for ¢ I. / nuel &- | Sout n; Lowe d& ¢ for 
The Lord Srernpare, M.R., having stated the facts up to the day ct 1. Hf > t 
not be sale, and read conditions of sale 3 and 4, proceeded The house had te Rarriater-at-lLaw 
s that been in military occupation, and, as might be expected, was a good 
bodily deal damaged Chat was stated at the sal by the auctioneer, who said ” meals A 
irther in his affidavit that, by reason of the state of repair of the property, h« ( f ( - ] ay — 
there had reduced the reserve price from £10,000 to below £9 000, a fact _Ourt O -TiImMmina i ppe al. 
axe it which was, of course, unknown to intending purchasers. On 22nd | REX v. GEORGE STANLEY. Ear! of Reading, C.J., A. T. Lawrence 
s done August the vendor and the lessee came to an agreement, under which and Shearman. JJ. 23rd February. 
could the lessee was to pay £2,060 in respect of the dilapidations. The | , —_— -: aie a 5 - 
» time money was claimed by the purchaser, and was placed to a special rs one ~ prem * Cn “re Pas ' ‘ EVIO 
ming account in joint names. Sargant, J., had decided that it belonged 1 Dass Dy - : : r Dy ty : &. ~ Oe . REV It . = gE OF 
having the vendor. It was argued that the fact that, after the sale, the Pr ' Ds see : Pr incon mel oe f AS TO TENCE OF 
it case vendor became a trustee for the purchaser, supported the contention spi ey a . = — 1ON OF RIME ACT , mp. 4, 
me and that the money belonged to him Sut the vendor answered that he : — 
ind of had never*become trustee for the purcha - of anything he did not 7 } en bu eect 10 of the Prevent ’ + Act. 1908. 
vas, if sell to him The question had been very well stated by Sargant, J to ! ce ot a ter } pre ; / if » sentence 
not in as follows: ‘‘ The vendor does not dispute the general proposition at iy le, wher iend ( f Aitual criminal, 
ment all, but he says, ‘What was it that was sold’ It was not l f /t f ve that j ned 
he, J... the house subject to, and with the benefit of the lease | ‘ tual / the f f / prevent 
a un which was existing at the date of the contract, but it was the house | @¢/¢ntie Where an offender / hee 4, convicted and tound 
yas a with possession, altogether apart from and independent of the lease to te habitual criminal, and sent ea? fe f preventive deter 
reated What the purchaser bought was the property with vacant possession f though the jury ust find | alt t halntual / 
y was | Lhe lease was only mentioned in the parti ulars in order to shew that | ?’ thoae facta. the Court may take into consideration the 
as an it came to an end on the day fixed for completion. It was not neces- | 7¢¢ord ¢ y the interval since the pre is conviction, and if, | , 
ficient | Saty to go through all the authorities. But his lordship’s opinion was | "974 to the man’s conduct during that interval, the Court i« of 
levant supported by that of North, J., in Re Edie and Brown's Contract (58 | °F that a aentence i preventive detention ought e tn he / 
1s ton | T. 307). The judgment below was right, and the appeal must be | ‘/¢ Court »t hound to pasa suc] entence 
rcunD dismissed with costs — ee ee r Sa: ee ree 
» done W ARRINGTON, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, observing und entering a shop with int-nt to steal. and » was sleo convicted 
e law that condition 4 was very carefully drawn, and was only appropriate | under the Prevention of Crin Act 1) . hei atlas? aoleainal 
hould - the sale of a fee simple “9 POesessL0n 5 and ‘ He was sentenced to three year penal servitude for shopbreaking and 
Youncer, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Maugham, K.C., Rolt. K.C to five years’ preventive detention as s habitual criminal. H e ace 
and Farwell ; Mark Romer, K.C., and Sheldon. Sorrcrrors, Hutchinson | sentence, before the present crime, was in July. 1910, when he was 
Lords § 4 Cuff; Walters & Co etieiek ahs teen or tage Hee ae : , ei - pe M 
urred [Reported by H. Laxeronp Lewis, Barrieter } C e thin the meaning of section 10 of the Prevention 
t Pot : xc " ae ee lene at-Law.] of Crime Act 1908 and on that conviction he waa found by the jury 
, and H ° h “€ Pa > be a | — rim nal, and pen ounten od to ave a | fer 
“ t——{"“h D etentior e y < not released until September, 191¢ e workec or 
+m : ig our ancery ivision. a mont ifter ! 8 disy arge, whict broug , him to October. 1916. when 
MORTIMER v. BECKETT. Russell, J. 13th February. he reported to the Central Association for the aid of Disch urged Con. 
: “ , mliate in the m " > ‘rance ' ’ 
Contract or Servick—InpereNDENT NecGaTiIve STIPULATION — h f ra = 3 } ; S ‘. } Lr ] es 1 Fi . J ‘ When ‘he 
p Where jor certain considerations the defendant undertook by lett aera tat a ie ale ns ae “oo ° , oo a ne une + sp 





that the plaintiff should have the sole arrangements of mat hing hin demobilised in January, 1919. During all thie time he communicated 
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regularly with the association, and in September, 1918, when he had 
been serving in the Army for two years, he was excused: by the Secre- 
tary of State from making any further reports to the association, in 
w of his satisfactory conduct since his discharge. He was told of 


view ot - ° 
this. but, nevertheless, he continued in touch with the association ; 


told them that he had been demobilised in January, 1919, and again 
told them in March, 1919, that he was registered at the employment 
He aid not appear to have communicated with the associa- 


excnhanye 
he was exe used 


tion after that, but he communicated with them afte 


from doing so. His character in the Army was very good The 
offence of which he was now convicted was committed on coth Decem 
ber, 1919. and the evidence was that the door of a lock-up fish shop 


vith a jemmy by him and another man, but nothing was 
stolen The appellant being convicted on the charge of shopbreaking, 
he was then charged with being a habitual criminal on the ground that 
on 26th July, 1910, he was convicted of a crime within section 10 of 
the Pre ention of Crime Act, 1908, and that on such conviction he 
found by the jury to be a habitual criminal, and was then sen- 


was opcnued 


was 
tenced to five years’ penal servitude That conviction being proved, 
the jury, under the direction of the deputy chairman, who told them 
that they had no option in the case, found the appellant guilty of being 
a habitual criminal The Prevention of Crime Act, 1908, s. 10, 
provides as follows Sub-section (1 “ Where a person is convicted on 
indictment, of a crime committed after the passing of this Act, and 
subsequently the offender admits that he is, or is found by the jury to 


be, a habitual criminal, and the Court passes a sentence of penal servi 
tude, the Court, if of opinion that by reason of his criminal habits and 
mode of life, it is expedient for the protection of the public that the 
offender should be kept in detention for a lengthened period of years, 
may ,ass a further sentence, ordering that after the expiration of the 
sentence of penal servitude, he be detained for such period, not exceed 
ing ten, nor less than five years, as the Court may determine, and 
such detention is hereinafter referred to as preventive detention 

»): “© A person shall not be found to be a habitual criminal 


Sub-section (4 . 
finds, on evidence, (a) that since attaining the age of 


unless the ju | 
sixteen years, he has, at least three times previously to the conviction 


of the crime charged on the said indictment, been convicted of a crime, 
whether any such previous conviction was before or after the passing of 
this Act, and that he is 'eading persistently a dishonest on criminal hfe; 
or (4) that he has on such a previous conviction been found to be a 
habitual criminal, and sentenced to preventive detention 


Earl Reapina, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the Court, said : 
The first point to whi ittention is directed is as to the effect of sec 
tion 10, sub-section 2 (4), of the Prevention of Crime Act, 1908. The 
Legislature, by that statute, gave power to the Court to pass sentence 
for a term of preventive detention of a period of not less than five 
years, nor exceeding ten years, in addition to penal servitude. By sub 
sect on (2) it is enacted that a person should not be found to be a 
habitual criminal unless it was found on the evidence that he had been 
previously convicted three times before the conviction for the crime in 
respect of which he was then being tried, and—and this is important 
that he wa iding persistently a dishonest or criminal life.’" Under 
sub-section h) there is an alternative, that is, “‘ that he has, on 
such a previous conviction, been found to be a habitual criminal and 
sentenced to preventive detention. This Court has had to consider 
the meaning, from one point of view, of that sub-section, in ez v 
William Davia (1917, 2 K. B. 855), and also in Rex v. Collina, referred 
to in Rex v. William Devis, but appears to be unreported, and came 
to the conclusion that, although it was possible that the construction 
then placed by the Court might work hardship, nevertheless they were 
bound by what Parliament had done, and that if Parliament did not 
think that the Court was expressing the view intended by the Legisla 
ture, of course, that could be remedied by the Legislature. What the 
Court held in both those cases was that when there had been a pre 
vious conviction of a person as a habitual criminal, then, upon proof 
of that fact—that is, that he had been convicted as a habitual criminal 
within the meaning of the statute of 1908, and also that he had been 
sentenced to preventive detention—then the jury shall find him guilty 
That is, we think, the true meaning. The conclusion to which we have 
come to is that Sankey, J.’s, view—not expressed but indicated—in Rex 
v. William Davis (supra), is the right view, and that once the previous 
conviction has been proved—and it also has been proved that the per 
son indicted has been sentenced to preventive detention—that is all 
that need be proved, and the conviction as a habitual criminal follows. 
But that does not dispose of the matter, because the conviction as a 
habitual criminal is only of importance for the purpose of enabling the 
Court to sentence the man to a term of preventive detention. It be 
comes necessary to see whether, when a man is properly convicted of 
being a habitual criminal, as the appellant was, the Court is bound to 
pass a sentence of preventive detention. In view of the record of the 
prisoner, the Court felt bound, having regard to the observations made 
in Rex v. William Davis (supra), to pass a sentence of preventive 
detention, having passed a sentence of penal servitude. I will not go 
through or enumerate the record of the appellant; it is sufficient to say 
that he had been convicted of being a habitual criminal before ; he was 
charged with an offence in this case, and before he was charged, in this 
ease, with being a habitual criminal, he became amenable to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court, and the Court could, if it thought fit, sentence him 
to a term of five years’ preventive detention. In my view, once there 
has been a conviction as a habitual criminal, it does not follow that 
the Court must pass a sentence of preventive detention The Court 





has a discretion. The language of section 10 of the Act of 1908 shews 
that there must be a sentence of penal servitude passed, and then, if 
the Court is of opinion that, by reason of his criminal habits and 
mode of life, it is expedient for the protection of the public that the 
offender should be kept in detention for a lengthened period of years, 
it may—observe, not shall—pass a further sentence ordering that, after 
the expiration of the sentence of penal servitude, a sentence of preven. 
tive detention may have to be served. That gives the Court a discre. 
tion. We desire to say that, in our view, although we agree entirely 
with Rex v. Davis (supre) and Rex vy. Collins (unreported), neither ot 
those decisions stated, nor is it the law, in our opinion, that the Court 
must pass a sentence of preventive detention. In the circumstances of 
this case, taking into account the life which the appellant has lived 
since he came out of penal servitude, and, in particular his record in 
the Army, where he appears to have earned a very good character, and 
has done his best to redeem his past, and to acquit himself well ar 
the time of national emergency, we think he ought not to have been sen 
tenced to a term of preventive detention, and the sentence of five years’ 
detention will be quashed. With regard to the sentence of three years’ 
penal servitude, we have come to the conclusion that, having regard 
to this man‘s record since he left punishment for past offences, that 
sentence was too severe, and it will be reduced to twelve months’ im 
prisonment with hard labour. Sentence reduced.—Counse,, A. P. 
Poley, for the Crown. Soxtcrror, for the Crows, Director of Public 
Prosecutions. 
[Reported by T. W. Morgay, Barrister-at law.] 


New Orders, &c. 
Treasury Order. 
ACQUISITION OF LAND (ASSESSMENT OF COMPENSATION) 
FEES RULES, 1920. 

In pursuance of sub-section (6) of section three of the Acquisition of 
Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919, the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby make the following rules: 

1.—(1) These rules may be cited as the Acquisition of Land (Assess 
ment of Compensation) Fees Rules, 1920. 

2) In these rules the expression “the Act "’ means the Acquisition of 
Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919. 

2. On every application for the selection of an arbitrator made in 
iccordance with the rules made under the Act by the Reference Com 
mittee there shall be paid the fee of £1. 

>.—(1) On an award by an official arbitrator under the Act there shall 
be paid a fee calculated by reference to the amount awarded to the 
imant in accordance with the following scale : 


Scale of Fees on Awards 
Amount awarded. Amount of fee. 


Or th 
ap 


Not exceeding £200 ... 


uo 
i 


Exceeding £200 but not ex- | ; 


with an addition of £1 1s. in respect 
ceeding £500 


of every £50 or part of £50 by 
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£200. 
Exceeding £500 but not ex- | 11 11 with an addition of £1 Is. in 
ceeding £1,000 respect of ev £100 or part of 
£100 by which the amount awarded 
exceeds £500, 


Exceeding £1,000... --» | 16 16 with an addition of £1 Is. in re- 
spect of every £200 or part of 
£200 by which the amount awarded 
ex 8s £1,000, but not exceeding 
in any case £105. 





(2) In addition to the fee payable under the scale aforesaid, there shall, 
where the hearing before the arbitrator in respect of any claim or matter 
referred to him occupies more than one day, be paid for each day or 
part of a day after the first day a further fee on the following scale :— 





Amount awarded. Amount of fee. 
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For the purpose of the foregoing provision any time spent by the 
arbitrator in viewing any which is the subject-matter of the 


proceedings before him shall be treated as part of the hearing. 
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A-day shall be taken to be a working period of five hours. 
Dated February 24, 1920. 
James PARKER 
J. Towyn Jones. 
Two of the Lords Commissioners ot 
His Majesty’s Treasury. 
Nore.—The fees prescribed in the above scale are in addition to the 
stamp duty charged on awards by the Stamp Act 1891. 


Board of Trade Order. 
PATENTS AND DESIGNS RULES 
the Board of Trade hereby give notice, that by virtue of 
visions of the Patents and Designs Acts, 1907 1919 (7 
ch. 29, and 9 & 10 Geo. 5, ch. 80), they have the 
Rules - 
The Patents Rules, 1920, dated 25th February, 1920 
Rules and Orders, 1920, No. 338; and 
she Designs Rules, 1920, dated 14th 
Rules and Orders, 1920, No. 337. 
Sth March [Gazette, 


the pro 
Edw. 7, 
follow ine 


and 
made 


Statutory 


February, 1920. Statutor, 


9th March 


Ministry of Health Order. 
ASSISTANCE TO DESTITUTE ALIENS 
DEPENDANTS OF RUSSIANS 


A circular letter, dated 9th March, has been issued by the Ministry 
vf Health to Boards of Guardians referring to the Circular Letter ot 
22a December last, with regard to the relief of destitute aliens, and 
staiing that alter the repayments have been made on account of assist 
ance given during the present quarter to the British-born wives ol 
repatriated aliens and to the dependants of Russians, no further pay 
ments will be made to Boards of Guardians from Government funds 
in respect of assistance givev to destitute aliens. 

A special Committee has been constituted for the purpose of assisting 
Russian Dependants. This Committee, which will be designated the 

Russian Dependants’ Committee,’’ comprises representatives of the 
Jewish Board of Guardians, the Jewish Refugees’ Committee, the Lith 
uanian Colony in London, and cther bodies. In the case of areas dis 
tant from London the Committee will arrange, if necessary, to admin- 
ister assistance through local agencies. The secretary of the Committee 
is Mr. A. Munday, and his address is 82, Leman-street, London, E. 1 

The Minister desires to take this opportunity of expressing his 
thanks to Boards of Guardians and their officers for the services they 
have rendered in administering allowances, and his appreciation of the 
care and attention which they have given to the work. 


Ministry of Food Orders. 


THE FLOUR (RETURNS) ORDER, 1920 
1. A miller, licensed factor or other dealer in flour shall not 
any flour to any person for the purposes of any business, except in 
each case upon receipt of a return on the official Form B 12 or such 


deliver 


other form as may trom time to time be prescribed by or under the 


authority of the Food Controller duly completed and signed by the 
person requiring the flour. 

2. A person shall not purchase or take delivery of any flour for the 
purposes of any business, except in each case upon completion of an 
accurate return in the form prescribed by or under Clause 1 and 
delivery of the same duly signed by him to the person supplying the 
flour. z ‘ 

5. Any return or returns delivered under this Order shall be disposed 
of by the person receiving the same in accordance with such directions 
as may from time to time be given by the Food Controller or the 
Flour Mills Control Committee ‘ 

4. for the purposes of this Order : 

Flour ’’ means any wheatmeal or wheaten flour or any floar 
containing flour milled from wheat. ‘ 
5. A person shall not knowingly make or connive at the making of 
any false or misleading statement in any return under this Order, or 
deliver any flour where he has reason to believe that the return is in 
accurate 

6. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the De 
fence of the Realm Regulations. 

7. This Order may be cited as the Flour (Returns) Order, 1920, and 
shall come into force on the 28th February, 1920 

14th February. : 


THE CHEESE (LABELLING) ORDER, 1920 


‘. (a) A person shall not offer or expose for sale by retail any cheese 
unless such cheese bears in a conspicuous position at the time of offer 
or exposure for sale a label or ticket with the price per Ib. at which 
such choese is for sale clearly printed or written thereon in plain words 
or figures, so as to be easily readable by the customers. 

(6) A person shall not sell or offer to sell by retail any cheese at a 
price higher than the price shown on the label or ticket so displayed. 

For the purposes of this Order the expression “ cheese” shall 
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include any cheese which is made wholly or in part from milk or 


cream, but shall not include any grating 
5. 'Phis Order shall not apply 
part of a meal in the ordinary course of his catering business 
4. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the De. 
fence of the Realm Regulations 
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Societies. 
The Law Society. 


LECTURE 
will be delivered by Sir Mackenzie D K.C.B. 
(formerly Parliamentary Counsel to the Treasury and Legal Member 
of the Viceroy’s Council of India), on ‘** The Drafting and Passing of 
Acts of l’arliament,’’ at the Society's Hall, on Monday, the 15th Maren, 
at 5 piu It is hoped that members of the society will note the day and 
also that all articled clerks will make a 
irds non-members, admission will be by 
on applheation 


A lecture Chalmers, 


time, and aitend, if possi bie ; 


pout of atlending A ¢ 
t vill be apoy to forward 


vhich the secretary Tree 


Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


At the forty-fifth Sheffield District 
Incorporated Law Society, held in the Rooms, Hoole's Chambers, 
Bank-street, Sheffield, on Thursday, 26th February, 1920, at 3.80 
o'clock p.m., present Mr, P. K. Wake (in the chair) and Messrs. H 
Auty, J. C. Auty, E. G. Bagshawe, Baker (Doncaster), 
Jonathan Barber, 5. Us Blackburn, C. W. Clegg, J. C. Clegg, W. J 
Clark (Rotherham), C. S. Coombe, J. H. Davidson, Geo. Denton, 
F. B. Dingle, W. E. Dyson, L. E. Emmet, T. W. Hali, R. Hargreaves, 
W. Hiller, W. A. Lambert, F. Ludlam, R. Meeke, J. D. Pryce, H. 
Reed, S. B. Roberts, J. P. Russell, G. E. Smith, T. H. Warskett, 
Ernest Wilson and Edward Bramley (hon. secretary) 

The notice convening the meeting and the committee's report, as 
printed and circulated, having been taken as read, it was resolved : 

1. That the forty-fifth annual report presénted by the committee be 
received, confirmed and adopted, and that the accounts of Mr, Arthur 
Wightman, the hon. treasurer, for the past us audited by the 
society's professional auditor, be approved and passed 

2. That the cordial thanks and appreciation of the society be offered 
to Mr. William Irons, the president, for the ability with which he has 
filled the office, and the duties 
during the past year 

3 That the thanks 
Bramley for his services as hon 
for his services as hon 

4. That Mr. J. Proctor 
society. 

5. That Mr. Albert Howe be elected the vice-president 

6. That Mr. Philip K, Wake be hon. treasurer, and Mr 
Edward Bramley re-elected and Mr. C. 8. Coombe 
elected as joint hon. secretary of the society for the ensuing year. 

7. That the following form the committee for the ensuing year : 
Messrs. F. Allen (Doncaster), H. S. Barker, 4. Bedford, 8 Clay, 
L. J. Clegg, ©. S. Coombe, Geo, Denton, L. F. Emmet, A. 8S. Faweett, 
C. L. des Forges (Rotherham), Chas. Hodgkinson (Penistone), Wm 
Irons, A. E. C. Ludlam, H. Reed, H. B. Sandford, W. M. Smith, 
J. B. Wheat, B. A. Wightman, Cyril Wilson, Ernest Wilson, J, E 
Wing. 
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The following are extracts from the report of the committee for 
1919 

The War.—The committee are extremely glad to record the return 
of more normal and peaceful conditions, and particularly that the 
heavy mortality which the war had caused in the ranks of the profes 
sion in this district has come to an end. In view of the practical, if 
not technical, termination of the war, a smoking concert was held on 
10th July last, and the Lord Mayor of Sheffield, the president of the 
society, Mr. Wm. Irons, took the chair. A hearty welcome back was 
extended to all members of the profession and all law clerks from this 
district who had been serving in His Majesty's Forces 

On 13th November a memorial tablet, in copper, which had been 
erected over the principal mantelpiece in the society's library, con 
taining the names of all those who had lost their lives in their country’s 
ervice, was unveiled by the president; also two records of services, in 
other parte of the library, one containing a list of all the solicitors 
and articled clerks in the district, and the second of all lawyers’ clerks 


in the district, so far as could be ascertained, who had served A 
copy of the first-named list will be found set out in Appendix I. of 
this report A great deal of trouble was taken to get the tablet and 
records as full and correct as possible but it has not been practicable 
to be certain of their entire accuracy, and the committee wish, in 
advance, to express regret for any omissions or errors that may have 
occurred 

Accounts were sent round in connection with the District War 
Memorial Fund, which shewed, including a little bank interest, that 
£381 1s. 11d. in all was collected, of which all but £50 was expended. 


Chis £50 has, by a resolution of the members of the society, been set 
on one side for the present to meet any case of hardship among local 
solicitors or clerks or their dependents None have been heard of up 
to now 

Solimtora’ National War Memorial Fund An appeal was sent out 
by the Law Society to all the solicitors in England to form a Benevo- 
lent Fund for the relief of cases of hardship that had occurred owing 
to the war among members of the profession or their dependents 

rhe committee organised a canvass of the solicitors in this district, 
and personal calls were made—as a rule by two members at a time 
on the vreater number of them 

The result was very gratifying, no less a sum than £2,080 Ss. having 
been remitted to the Law Society as the aggregate of the total sub 
scriptions from this district (including two sent direct by members) 
The total fund has now reached the sum of about £40,000. Particulars 
of the local subscriptions to this fund have already been circulated 

The committee rather suggested that the fund should be adminis 
tered by the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, but as a matter of fact 
its management has been handed over to ad joc trustees, with the idea 
that any balance remaining over after its objects have been satisfied 
hall ultimately be handed to the Sohettors Benevolent Association. 
£5.000 has already been distributed in grants 

Vemberahip.—The number of members now is 185. The committee 
regret to record the deaths of Mr. Reginald Bury, the oldest practus 
ing solicitor in Barnsley, who had been county court registrar there 
for over fifty years; and of Messrs. A. B. Chambers, Wm. Dust, and 
Dossey Wightman, ex-coroner of the district and an ex-president of 
the society 

The committee also very much regret the retirement from the pro 
feasion, which he has adorned for nearly fifty-five years, of Mr. Arthur 
Wightman, of Messrs. Broomhead, Wightman, & Moore, who repre 
sented the ocety for many years on the Council of the Law Society, 
who is one of their past presidents, and who for many years has been 
the society's hon. treasurer A letter was sent to him wishing him, on 
behalf of the society, many years of well-earned and plea ible 
retirement 

Legal Education.—The number of students in the faculty of law at the 
University of Sheffield during the present session, apart from evening 
students, is seventeen, of whom eleven are articled clerks and one a bar 
rister; and some of them are reading for a law degree. Some evening 
classes have been started, which are intended to be helpful to young soli- 
tors who have been serving for some years with H.M. Forces, and are 
momentarily out of touch with legal principles, and also those lawyers’ 
clerks who desire to have a better theoretical acquaintance with their 
subject. The Law Society inquired the views of your committee as to 
whether it should be made compulsory for every articled clerk to attend 
courses of legal instruction during his articles. The committee’s reply, 
in favour of this plan, will be found in Appendix ITI. 


Professional Trustees.—The committee made a suggestion that 
endeavours should be made to get the law altered, so as to allow a 
professional trustee to charge for his services, without any direction to 
that effect in the trust instrument. There is an increasing tendency 
for frusteeships to be treated more as matters of business, and it was 
thought that it should be always open to appoint solicitors, bankers, 
accountants and other suitable people either on the formation of thé 
trust or subsequently, without any necessity for any special clause as 
to charges. A similar principle was admitted in the case of the Mort 
gagees Costs Act, 1896 The Council of the Law Society, how 
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ever, were not prepared to recommend that any steps should be taken 
in the matter, and the committee did not pursue it. 

Public Trustee.—A report of the Commission appointed to consider 
the administration of the Public Trustee’s Department shews that the 
majority of them recommend considerable changes and a very marked 
increase of fees. This has been done in view of the fact that in 1918 
a loss of over £50,000 was incurred by the office, and in 1919 it is 
anticipated that it will be at least doubled, whereas the Department 
ought to be self-supporting. In view of suggestions that we made to 
the committee that the Manchester Deputy Public Trustee was being 
given @ certain amount of jurisdiction in cases in the Sheffield district, 
and that that was not usually desirable, the committee passed the fol- 
lowing resolution :—‘* That the Public Trustee be requested, before 
delegating to any provincial Deputy Public Trustee any of his powers 
or duties relating to any trust connected with any other provincial 
district than the immediate area of such Deputy, to obtain the consent 
of either (1) the trustees or executors or (2) his co-trustees or co 
executors (as the case may be) This was submitted at a meeting ot 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies held on 25th July last, and 
passed and communicated to the Public Trustee. It is understood that 
that gentleman signified that his practice was and would be in accord 
ance with that principle. 

Law Clerks’ Salaries.—A \ocal branch of the National Federation of 
Law Clerks was formed early in the year called the Sheffield and Dis 
trict Law Clerks’ Society, to whom the committee allowed the use of 
their rooms for meetings. In October last a lengthy communication 
was received from their secretary, drawing attention to the unsatisfa 
tory financial position of law clerks, and contrasting it with those of 
other clerks and certain other workers, and suggesting a scale of 
minimum salaries The questian was referred to a sub-committee , 
they met several ttmes, both with representatives of the Law Clerks 
Soviety and by themselves, and went very carefully into the whole 
matter, with the result that the committee made certain recommenda 
tions as to a scale to their members at a general meeting, which, with 
a slight addition, were agreed to. The scale, as agreed to, will be 
found set out in Appendix IV. The committee, in sending it round 
to members, pointed out that the bare cost of living was now very 
high,sand pressed heavily on all clerks, the present purchasing power 
of £4 a week not being as much as one of £2 a week in pre-war days 
and expressed the feeling that members would give immediate atten 
tion to carrying out the agreed scale, and give generous effect to the 
committee’s recommendations. 

Costs.—The committee from time to time have had under discussion 
the very heavy increases in working expenses, and the consequent 
necessity for getting an increased scale of charges in operation. They 
have pressed the Law Society to get the matter settled expeditiously, 
but that body, though no doubt handicapped by circumstances beyond 
their control, have been a very long time in succeeding in getting any 
appreciable result. Ultimately, as all members are aware, an Order 
was made, which became effective on 17th January, 1920, adding 
334 per cent. on to all conveyancing charges not covered undet Sche 
dule I. of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order. This has been, or 1s 
being, extended to every other branch of legal costs (except those under 
Schedule I.). A 50 per cent. increase had been asked for, which was 4 
very reasonable one, in view of the fact that office expenses must have 
roughly about doubled; and it seems unfortunate that the authorities 
did not grant this very proper request. The authorities, in their wish 
to protect the public, have hardly been fair te solicitors and their 
fighly-trainéd staffs, and have made it by no means easy for the latter 
to be paid in a manner commensurate with their abilities and the cir 
cumstances of the present day. It is interesting to know that in the 
neighbouring county of Derby the solicitors have pledged themselves to 
always charge full Schedule I., except under exceptional circumstances, 
which are to be reported to the committee. 

Fees on Notices of Assignments of Leases —A resolution was passed 
by the committee on 24th November, 1882, that the fees on notices of 
assignments should be 6s. 8d. if a solicitor accepts service of the notice, 
and 10s. 6d. if the lessor’s solicitor is required to get the lessor’s 
acknowledgment. On 3rd November, 1904, the then committee decided 
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that they considered this resolution as meaning that in all cases where | 
no special fee is mentioned in the lease itself, the fees mentioned above | 
apply. They further considered that one fee should be paid in respect 
ot every lease to which any particular assignment refers, and if mot 
than one assignment be comprised in a notice a fee should be payable 
m respect of each assignment. On 4th February, i9zu, the « mmittee™ 
decided that, in view of the altered circumstances, the above fees 
should be raised to 10s. 6d. and 15s. respectively 

Viscellaneous.—There is no articled clerk in this district who has 
qualified for the society’s prize by obtaining first or second class 
nonours in 1919, and it was not awarded. ‘The committee decided that 
as from the beginning of this year, the rate of interest to be chargec 
on purchase money not paid by the date fixed for completion shall b 
6 per cent., and that this shall be deemed to be inserted In the society s 
conditions of sale; these latter are at present under review. In re 
sponse to an inquiry from a member the committee passed a resolution 
to the effect that in apportioning rates the calculations should be made 
from the beginting of the period covered by the rate and not from the 
date of the levy The committee realised chat it would be a conve 
ence to members if the trust deeds of, at any rate, the more important 
iand societies, could be lodged at a bank or some suitable place, open 
to inspection at a smal! fee, and a circular was sent out asking met 
bers to do what they could to facilitate this, aud to communicate w 
the secretary. No such communications have yet come w hand 

Aprenvix I contains a list of solicitors and articled clerks in the 
Sheffield district who have served in His Majesty's Forces. The solic: 
tors number 115, of whom twenty-eight were killed and four died on 
service; and the articled clerks number forty-nine, of whom ten were 
killed and two died on service 

Aprenvix I1\ 
law Clerks’ Salar 


13th November, 1919 
Recommendations of the committee of the Sheffield District Incovr- 
porated Law Society on the communication of the Sheffield and 
District Law Clerks’ Society, as to the rates of minimum salaries 
payable to law clerks in the Sheffield district, as adopted by the 
members of the Law Society at a meeting held on 13th November 
1919. 

1. The proposed scale at the age of twenty or over only to apply 
to clerks who have been trained tor at least four years in law offices 
Utherwise the junior clerks’ scale suggested by the Clerks’ Society 
should be accepted for maies with the slight alterations that at eighteen 
and nineteen the rates should be £58 10s. and £65 respectively, instead 
of as stated. 

2. A flat rate allowance for war bonus up to the end of 1920 to be 
made for junior clerks over seventeen up to and including the age of 
twenty of £13 a year ard from twenty-one to twenty-five inclusive £26 
a year 

3. The scale not to apply to females at all 

4. For clerks aged twenty-six £156 per annum is agreed to, and in 
addition a bonus until 3lst December, 1920, to clerks between the ages 
of twenty-six and thirty, commencing at £32 at the age of twenty-six 
and rising according to age by £5 per year to £52 at the age of 
thirty, making a total of salary plus bonus at the present time of £188 
at the age of twenty-six and £208 at the age of thirty as a minimum, 
whatever the clerk’s position may be. The bonus to be reconsidered at 
the end of 1920. 

5. In the case of clerks over thirty that they be given by way of 
bonus until 3lst December, 1920, an addition of £52 a year to thet 
pre-war salaries, or 25 per cent. advance, whichever be the greater 

No scale is laid down with the exception of the above, but arrange 
ments made to be according to merit 

It is recognized that there may be very exceptional cases where the 
scale is not applicable 

8. This arrangement to date back to Ist Juiy, except in the case of 
members of the society whd have been approximating to these figures 

9. Members are also to be asked to remember that the increased cost 
of living is pressing heavily on their clerks, and that the calling of 
solicitors’ clerks must. be made reasonably attractive if reruits are to 
be obtained and clerks retained; and members therefore should be as 
generous as possible under the circumstances in dealing with the higher 
ranks. 

10. The committee are in entire sympathy with the idea tnat law 
clerks ought to be placed in a position of measonable comfort, so fat 
as finance is concerned, and they would certainly strongly recommena 
the members of their society to recognize ability, and further to dis 
cuss from time to time with the senior members of their staffs the 
question of recognition of abilify 


The Scale wili be as foltows: 


’ 





Age 17... poms £62 and War Bonus of £13 
id. ded ; £58/10/- > ~ 
es, . £65 ; 
ae ” ” 
ES aoe £91 a‘ » of £26 
ee cvoe NGS “ 

Tas: sens ; £117 

24 ; . £130 ” 

ST ; £143 = - 

ee £156 and War Vonus of £32, 
rising by £5 a year to £52 
at 30. 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 














! hos ont tom For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
than Females. Males, 
60 £8 10 6 £9 910 
65 918 6 ll 210 
70 11 19 10 is 8 6 
‘** A strong, well-managed concern.” —Financial Times 


‘One of the most conspicnously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.’—IJnsurance News. 

**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain,” — 
Impressions. 

‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.”—/Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Law Association. 

Lh ia n y meeting of directors was held at the Law Sox lety 4 
Ha Thursday, the 4th inst., Mr. P. E. Marshal) in the chair. The 
other directors present were : Mr. T. H. Gardiner (treasurer), Mr. E, E. 
Bird, Mr. H. B. Curwer Mr \. FE. Pridham, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, 
Mr. W M. Woodhouse, and the secre tary Mr. E. E A sum 
of £105 was ted 1 reliet Two new elected, and 
other 


Barron 
members were 


reneral business transacted 


The Profiteering Act. 


Complaints Tribunal of the Central Committee. 


We have received a copy of the foll wing judgment ol Mr Marshall- 


Freeman barrister-at-law ‘ it the Central Profiteering 
iv bunal, which sat on the 12th ult to hear the case of Morrta Vv. 
(sanse, relating to a complaint of an overcharge for a barrel of vinegar. 


Che complainant had been previowly summoned under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act for selling vinegar which, on analysis by the 


Shoreditch Public Analyst, was shewn to contain 53 per cent. of ex 
cessive water rhe magistrate of Old-street Police Court accepted the 
omplainant s defence, but adjourned the case for an investigation to 
be made under the Profiteering Act into the respondent's profit, as, 
under the Sale of Food and Drug Act, he could not be brought into 
the ‘ proceedings 

The hair in ing the ade 1 f the tribunal aid that they 
sccepted the evidence given by the mplainant, and did not accept that 
given | the respondent and his son The case itself was a small 
one it technically it came within the description of a wholesale trans 
ction. The tribunal were of opinion that an amply reasonable price to 


charge for this barrel of so-called vinegar would have been 4s., puttin 
erpretation upon the transaction from the financi 
point of view he tribuna rdered, therefore, that the respondent 
should refund 2s. 3d. In the opinion of the tribunal, this transaction, 
although a small one as between the complainant and the respondent, 
was one of widespread public importance. They had it in evidence that 
instead of the public, particularly in poor districts, getting vinegar— 
by which the ordinary individual would suppose he was getting malt 
vinegar which had been brewed from grain, and which contained all the 
aromatic and desirable properties which gave such vinegar ite parti- 
cular flavour—a habit had grown up which apparently the peer 
Government Board and the courts 
moment to deal with 
ing malt 


quite a libera 


of justice were powerless at the 
They found that, whereas in the process of brew- 


vinegar a certai 


amount of acetic acid was necessarily pro- 
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duced, it was p i D' 


getting crude commercial acetic acid, which 


was very cheap, and diluting that liberally with water and adding a 


little caramel, an ticle was pr duced which 


an ordinary person, par- 


ticularly amongst t poor, would rot ry readily distinguish from 
pure malt or bi ed negar In the present matter the tribunal had 
before them tu eports made by expert nnected with the Local 
Giovernment B i Live kne from the « i e that in the case of 
the genuine art r" negar, there ere three recognized qualities 
That which , illed N 16 contained about 4 per cent. of acetic 
wid, produced du y the process of fermentation and distillation 
This N 6 qu | been adopted, and the tribunal thought rightly 
ulopted, | t | ( ernment Board experts as a suitable stand 
urd for a the sual domestic purposes | vhich vinegar was re 
quired The N quality could easily be pr duced by adding water, 
while. « the other und, the No. 24 qua d be produced by add 
ing a litt wetic acid to make it stron I} tribunal, however 
ce itt 1 t r t . nN ’ it t | ' ‘ vert ment Be ara ‘ re 
right " nin ‘ linary N 16 quality should be th tand 
ard ne ! lt t i ti reatlv to be rewretted, and to the detri 
ment of the pub be ise it opened the door to extensive and syste 
matic fr i--that the sale of this vinegar substitute about the country, 
whether b holesaler I retailers, should be allowed without the 
purcha r bel ear t understand that what he was getting 
vas not malt negar at all, but merely acetic acid (which could be 


bought before the ir at 4d. per |b., and now cost 9d.), with the addi 
tion of water al » very little carame Che tribunal knew the diffi 
y provision at the present time by which 
ind msisted upon in the case of vinegar, 
though ther ‘ in the wse of milk Phat question had been often 
ired to express their opinion that the 


time had com 1 further statutory powers in this direction should 
be provided nd that t e of I il is typical of articles the 
sale of which might tend to gross fraud on the publi snd in particular 
ou the poorer ¢ rt nmunit They suggested that, whether 
the sal tt diluted and ired acetic acid was legal or not, it at 
all even iid be made i ral for anyone to sell it without giving 
the purchaser clearly t understand that it was not vinegar in the 
sense of brewed or malt vinegar, but that it was a cheap substitute not 
possessing the aromatic and other beneficial qualities of pure malt 
vinegar 

The order of the tribunal in this case would be that the respondent 


do refund the sum of 2 sd. to the ¢« mplainant 


A Welcome to the Woman Lawyer: 


\laj LW i Jninine t the Hi e of Commons on Mor 
day t « passing of the Sex Visqualification (Removai 
Act im iys the Times, were the Lord Chancellor, 
ihe Lora ( } ! i tiaidat th \ttorney General, the Soh 
citor-CGienera ‘ir. WL. A ry president of the Law Society), Mr 
I. Lidale (president of Society of Scottish Solicitors), Sir H. Duke 
Sir L. Wort | sr John Beale, Mr. Cecil Chapman, the 
Counts of ore \ int Rhondda, Lady Emmott, Lady 
kabian War | La tt, K.C., Mrs. Henry Fawcett, and Mrs 
Vliver Stra ‘ 

Major H pro} t health of the Lord Chancellor, said 
that the L . é it gave way, yielded handsomely and 
granted not « it trance to women, but equality of pay ; They 
hoped tha , mi # university women would adopt the la 
as a profession. There might be some difficulty in persuading fathers 
to’ provid he mea tor their daughters to read for the profession, and 
so they hoped t eate a fund which would finance these young women 
in their Jaw student's careet uch they could repay as soon as they 
began to earn mon If that was done, he hoped that they would 
have a larg ‘ of the best brai ind best characters in the 
country in the 1 ) willing of the law 

Lord Birkenhead, in reply, justified the part he had taken with 
regard to women's demand for the franchise in the past, but said that 
the question of the adm n of women to the legal profession stood 


on an entirely different ba and eight years ago he said in the House 
favour of women being admitted to the 
legal professio: He did not know what degree of success women 
wou d meet wit! i t! KB He hoped that t would be very great, for 
he no longer practised himself He had been spending a considerable 
part of the last six months in attempting to persuade his own daughter 
to go to the Bar, but she resolutely refused at present, pleading that 


of Commons that he was in 


there was a swifter 1 easier success in life in the ré/e of a ‘‘ movie 
artist But she i till young 

It was an t x1 | ert essior ind those to whom 
success came in degree bv the vn merit, in a degree by good 
fortune, and | ee | hance, were always acutely conscious ot 
the many stages in which their own career might easily have com] letely 


failed. He had no doubt that there were functions which could be 
discharged profit y to themselves and profitably to the community 
by women, and if tl y wer iccessful in producing the highest intel 
lectual triumphs he had no hesitation in saying that women would 
receive adequate reward 

He had taken some steps t ec that they would receive fair play 
Some people thought that male juries might be prejudiced against 

woh } 


femal Ih ites, th had alw vs taken the other view, and in 


the Bill which obliged women to serve on juries. If women failed in 
the practice of the law, it would not be because they did not receive 
fair play from their colleagues or consideration and kindness from those 
who sat on the Bench. Women were going to sail uncharted seas, but 
he believed that the omens were propitious, and they owed a great 
debt of gratitude to those who fought the great battle in the days 
when vict ry must have seemed even more remote than victory seemed 
during the most critical moments of the Great War 

Mrs. Thompson, proposing the toast of “ The Bar,’ said that there 
were at present onty about twenty women who hoped soon to becom: 
members of the profession 

The Attorney-General, in reply, said that he could never understand 
why anyone shoald be deprived of any rights simply because she had 
the good fortune to be a woman 

Miss MacMillan also replied, in the absence 


| consultation with the Lord Chief Justice he introduced a clause into 


of the Lora Advocat« 


Miss L. F. Nettlefold gave the toast of “ The Solicitors and Writer» 
to the Signet.”’ 
Mr. Liddle, president of the Scottish Law Society, in reply, said 


that only eight women at present had sought to enter his branch of the 
profession. Fathers were applving that their daughters should bx 
admitted as articled clerks and in many cases it was where men, havi: 
no sons, wished their daughters to continue their practice. 

The Lord Chief Justice, in proposing the toast of ‘‘ The Committe: 
said that speaking for the Bench and the profession, he was delight« 
that the women had joined them. He was afraid that by the time one 
of them became a judge he would be too old to welcome her, but he 
would do his best to remain Lord Chief Justice in order to do so 
There never had been any reason why women should not be good 
judgés or advocates, and the fact that women made good magistrates 
He looked forward to women conducting cases 
before him. He hoped it would not be very long, though it must be at 
least three years No one could be successful at the Bar without app! 
cation, and the work made very great demands upon physical capacity, 
but he believed that women, having made up their minds to succeed 
would disdain any devious paths, and woud act up to the best tradi 
tions of the profession. They would do their utmost to succeed, and 
no obstacles would be allowed to stand in the wav. and that spirit 
would ensure success for women in the profession of the law 

Mrs. Oliver Strachey replied. 


bevond question 





Oxford and Cambridge Commission. 


The following notic2 has been issued by the Royal Commission on 
Oxford and Cambridge Universities :— ' ? 

‘The Commissioners desire to give notice that, as they will probably 
find it necessary to restrict the hearing of oral evidence to represent 
tive witnesses, all persons who desire to make suggestions to the 
Commission on matters falling within the terms of reference should 
ubmit their proposals in the first instance in the form of a written 
memorandum. Memoranda should be in triplicate, and should be for 

rdva to the S retary, at 22. Carlisle place, S.W. 1, if possible befor 
the middle of April next. 

The Commission ate required by their terms of reference to ‘ con 
sider the applications hicn have been made by the universities f 
financial assistance from the State, and for this purpose to inquire into 
the financial resources of the universities and of the colleges and hatls 
therein, into the administration and application of those resources, into 
the government of the universities, and into the relations of the colleges 
and halls to the universities and to each other, and to make recommen 
dations 


——~ 


a) 


Pay of Panel Doctors. 
In the House of Commons, -on Monday, in answer to Sir P. Magnu 
Dr. Addison, Minister of Heaith, said: The arbitrators have found 
that the sum of Lls. per insured person to be made available to provide 
payment for medical men ander the National sfealth Insurance Service 
scheme is a sum which should properly be paid to them. After careful 
consideration, in view of the promise made during the war that the 
smount a\aiuable for payment to medical men ehould be increased, and 
in view of the improved conditions of service required to be rendered 
under the new medical benefit 





regulations, the Government proposed 
that, apart from the special arrangement for mileage and the administga 





tion of drugs, the amount of 11s. per insured person should be made 
availabie for this purpose. The Insurance Acts Committee (represent 
ing the Conference of Local Medical and Panel Committees througnout 
the country), were unable to accept this offer, and pressed the Govern 
ment to provide a sum of 13s. 6d. After prolonged and friend): 


f negotiations, it was ultimately agreed that the matter should be referred 





to arbitration. and Mr. W. F. Gore Browne, K.C., Sir Richard \ 
Vassar-Smith, and Dr. J. C. Stamp were agreed upon as arbitrators 
the Government on its side undertaking to recommend Parliament 

give effect: to the findings of the arbitrators, and the Insurance Acts 
Committee on their part undertaking that they and the panel con 
mittees would co operate in se uring from the practitioners throughout 
the country a full and efficient service, with good will, under the 
settlement as a whole, including the terms of the award. After a 
full hearing of the case on béth sides, the arbitrators find that tho 
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offer “which I proposed on behalf of the Government was a — and 


adequate offer ; and proposals will accordingly be submitted to Parlia 
ment in due course to give effect to this finding. I may say that = 
utmost good will exists on both sides, and a sincere appreciation « 
the impartiality and service of the arbitrators 

The question referred to the arbitrators by the Ministry of Health 
and the Insurance Acts Committee of the British Medical Association 
was, “ What should be the amount of the capitation fee (per insures d 
person per annum) on the basis of which the Central Practitioners Funda, 
under Article 19 (i.) of the Medica! Benefit Kegulations, 1920, shouid 
be calculated so as to afford fair remuneration for the time and services 
required to be given by general practitioners under the conditions set 


out in those regulations, in connection with the medical attendance and 





treatment of insured persons,"’ taking note of the agreement that “ the 
capitation fee is not to include any payment in respect of the supply 
of drugs and appliances (such payments being met out of the Drug 
Fund under Article 22), nor any payments to meet those special condi 
tions of practice in rural and semi-rural areas which are covered by the 
paymenrs to be made out of the Central Mileage Fund under Article 
19 (ii.)."’ 
Obituary. 
Master Alexander. 

Mr. Henry R. T. ALexanperR, Senior Master in the Supreme Court 
Taxing Office, died on the llth February Born on 24th October, 1841 
he was the son of Mr. H. Alexander, surgeon oculist, of 6, Cork-street 
W., and ertered Mr. Middlemist’s house at Harrow in September, 1054 
He wes a member of the Harrow XI. in 1860, and captain in 1861, and 
also a member of the football XI He went to Trinity College, Cam 
bridge, ani took his degree in 1864. After serving his articles with 
the late George Lake, of New-square, he was admitted as a solicits 
in Trinity Term, 1868. He was for some years in partnership wit 
Mr. Thomas Hewitt, and afterwards with Mr. Harratt, of 27, Ely 
place. He was appointed a Chancery Taxing Master in December 
1896, having for a short, time previously been a chief clerk in Mr 


He became Senior Master on the retirement 


1918 


Justice North’s chambers 
in 


of Sir William Baker 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Master W HITEHEAD has been elected Lord 


by the wv to pve 
Senior Taxing Master in the place of Master Alexander, who died on 
llth February : 

Sir Tuomas Wriies CuHirry has been ippoin ed Senior Master of the 
Supreme Court and King’s Remembrancer, in succession to Sir John 
Macdonell, K.C B., who recently retired 

Mr. Tuomas Bernarp Hestor, of Barnard Castle, a member of the 
firm of Messrs. Heslop & York, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mr. Hesiop was admitted in November, 1913 

Mr. Henry Moncaster Hiceery, who was admitted in 1899, and 
has for many years been the senior partner of the firm of Henry 
Hilbery and Son, of 4, South-square, Gray’s Inn, London, was ap 
pointed the official icitor for the Belgian Embassy in July last 
and he is also the official solicitor for the Belgian Chamber of Com 
merce i. London. In May, 1919, he was created the Chevalier of t.x 
Order of the Crown of Belgium, and he has now received licence 
from the King to wear the Cross of Chevalier of the Belgian Orde: 
of the Crown. During the war Mr. H. Moncaster Hilbervy acted as 
honorary solicitor for the Belgian Red Cross in London, and he was 
also President of L Exposition d’Art Belge 

General. 
University College, Reading, has resolved to petition the Crown for 


the of 


grant a charter conferring upon it the status and powers of ar 
independent university under the title of the University of Reading 

Mr. Charles William Swainston Goodger, of Bee« hwood, Graham 
) ™ ’ ’ 
Park-road, Gosforth, and of Messi Cooper & Goodger solicitors, of 
aris street, Newcastle, a former President of the Newcastle Law 
Society, and a specialist on mining law, left estate of g i ; 

\ é ni é P SE 5 Toss value ot 
£49,101. 7 . 

Having heard the evidence at the Thames Police Court. on Wedves 
day, against a man charged with being drunk, the Magistrate, Mr 
Rooth, said : ‘‘ You had whisky, brandy, rum and beer. T h at is the 
credit side. The debit side is a bad headache and the loss of £14 and 


two railway passes I think, balancing the two accounts. I will let 
you go.’ 
In the House of Commons on Tt vesday, Mr. Baldwin, Joint Financial 


retary to the Treasury, informed Mr. 
duty assessed and outstan ding at Ist 
counting periods ended during the year 
to £90,000,000; but of this amount 


one-third was not due for payment by 


Lunn that the excess 


January, 1920, in 


profits 
respect of 


1919 amounted approximats . 
it is estimated that upwards of 
date mentioned 


the 


| THE BEST 
INVESTMENT. 








| 
| Actual Result of a Sun Life 
of Canada 20 Year Invest- 
ment Policy Matured in 1919. 
No. 59080 on life of Mr. H. of 
Age at Entry, 31. 
Annual Deposit for 20 years only, or ceasing at previou 
death £50 108, Od 
Sum GUARANTEED, £1,000 payable at end of 20 years or at previous 
death In event of death, Compauy tarther guarante to return 


one-halt of ali ce POSILS paid in addition to £1,000 Sum Assured 


RESUL1 


At end of 20 years the following options were given to Investor 





Option 1. Withdraw in cash sam guaranteed £1,000 

Withdraw in cash Protits added 385 

Fotal Cash £1,38 

Option 2 Tuke a policy payable at death without any 

furthe deposits belng required , £2,630 
Uption 3. Take an annuity tor life ot — per annum £112 
Uption 4. Withdraw in Cash : Csi2 

ind still bave policy payable at death which participates 

in profits each o years £1,000 
Taki the Cash settlement of £1,385, the Investor received from 
the Company £366 more than he had deposited and in addition tree 
insurance tor amounts increasing from £1,025 Ys. 6d. in event of death 
in first year to £1,509 10s. in event of. death in 20th yea! Sum 
Guaranteed of £1,000 and half annual deposits made. ) 

SAVING OF INCOME TAX. 

An abatement of Income Tax is allowed by the Government on the 
annua de posit made for these poucies Had the abatement allow- 
ance of lucome Tax during the period of this pulicy been the same as at 
present, Mr. H. H. would have saved £7 10s, annually, which would 
have beeu equivalent vw re@icing nis aunual depusic to £43 Ys, Or to 
put it in another way, in 20 years he would have saved in Income Tax 
£150. Aud this tu his Cash Profit of £366, and it makes a toval 
profit of £516 on the investment and free insurance intw the bargain 
Full details at any «age and tor any amount on application to 
J. F. Junkin (Manager), Sun Life of Canada, Canada House Nortolk 
Street, London, W.C. 2 . 
The Sun Life’ of Canada specialises in Annuitie Assets ove! 
£ 23,000,000, 

Tne triennial return of the Supreme Court Paymaster, published as a 
supplement to the London Gazette, shows that the agyregate ar nt of 
funds in Court, in the ious divisions of the High ¢ irt I 

alue of £50 and above hich have been dormant during the t fifteen 

years 18 about £ 1.490 000 distributed over more tha! 100 ina le 
accounts Considerab more than ie-half of these funds do no 
@x d £150 in value, and nly about ne-twentieth exceed £1,000 

In the House of Commor Monda Mr. Neal, Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Ministry of Transport, repiying to Major Barnes, said 
The Chairman of the Rates Advisory Committee is Mr. Gore Browne 
K.C., wl as appointed on the nomination of the Lord Chancellor 
in October last. The chairman required to devote tl f his 
time to the duties of his appointment. The salary of £5,000 
was authorized by the Treasury as a persol a! arral til) 15th 
August, 1921 

At the Central Criminal Court, on Monday, be Jud Atherley 
Jones, an Australian named Rich, ed twent, tw described as a 
stoker us found guilty and sentenced to fifteen mont imprisonmerst 
with ird lahour or hare « issaulting a mags th intent to roo m 
Sussex gardens. \ Judge Ather lo n pa t ( iid 
I am not a votary of the iid tend t poly ie 














} 
) 





348 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. March 13, 1926 








nn but many judges would. in the belief that it has a reforming 
rather than a brutalising tendency | take the latter view 

In reply to Mr. Chadwick, who asked when it was prope ed to sum 
mon women jurors, Major Baird states In boroughs where the pane! 
f jurors is drawn from the burgess list women whose names appear on 


those lists are now qualified and liable to be summoned to serve on 
juries in the same way as men. Elsewhere the jury lists which are 
made this year for every parish will include women, and wil! come into 


forces next year, and women whose names ippear on those lists will 
then le liable to service on juries 


Lun the Honse of Commons on Monday, Dr. Addison, Minister ol 


Health, in answer to a question by Mr. Chadwick, in reference to the 
proceedings of the Committee which is considering the operations 
the Rent Restriction Act, said the Committee would themselves decide 
what evidence it necessary to call in order to enable them to come 
to their conclusions, but they are, in fact, hearing evidence. amongst 
others, from bet roperty ¢ ners wss0Cations and tenants’ associa 
tions. The proceedings are private, but it intended that the evidence 
taken should be pul hed with the report 

A Reuter’s messave from Washington, of 4th Marcel The 
House of tepresentati es has overwhelmingly defeated a proposal by 
the members for Ne Jersey to repeal prohibition. The State of New 
Jersey has filed a suit n the Supreme Court to have the Federal Pro 
hibition Law declared void The argument submitted is that twenty 
one States have not ratified the law ind that Congress has no power 


to promose an amendinent to the constitution to regulate the habits and 
morals of the people, as this is a legislative and not a constituticna 
matter. The ¢ rt has fixed next Monday for the hearing of the test 
Use brought by Rhode Island, as well as prohibition appeals origimatines 
from Maseachusetis and Kentucky 

A rate of over 20s. in the £ looks like becoming the normal thing 
within the next few years unless the ratepayers rise up in their wrath 


and compel the Government to take real and definfte action,”’ states 
the London Labour Party in their municipal circular. ‘“‘ No party 
other than the Labour Party,’ adds the circular, “ has a programme 


for the relief of the overburdened ratepayer At the National Muni 
cipal Conference convened by the London Labour mayors for 23rd-24th 
April the following proposals will be submitted, and all those who 
want justice should support us in demanding from the Government 
new sourees of local revenue (1) Immediate substantial grant from 
Exchequer to all local authorities; (2) increased grants in aid for 
specific services; (3) transfer of cost of main roads to the State; (4 
rating of all land at selling value with power to purchase on this 
basis; (5) rating of unoccupied property as occupied; (6) rating of 
ground-rents.’ 





Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








or before 


Winding-up Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, March 5. 


Limitip in CHANCERY. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


PARK-LANE Twist Co., Lrp.—Creditors ere required, on or before April 6, t 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
Bernard Simpson, 61, Cambridge-rd., Southport, liquidator. 

Qvuten’s ann Hiom Ciirse Hore: Co., Lap.—Creditors are 


\pril 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
r claims, to Mr. Francis William Pixley, 58, Coleman-st , liquidator 
Beesswick Corton Srixwixe Co., Lap —OCreditors sr: 


March 20, to send their namee and addre esses, and the particulers of their 


r claims, to William Stump, liquidator, under cover 
Spinning Co., Ltd., Vietoria ond Albert Mills, Mossley 
ONSOLID\TED COLOMBIA PLATINEM AND GoLp Munes. Ltp 
on r 


their debts « tims, to Russell Kettle and Charlee Alfred Sack 
Basinghall-st dators 

ENGRAVING Co., Lrp,—4 liters are required, on or before 
names and addresses vith particulars of their debts 
Vineent Vale, 20, Queen-st., Wolverhampton, liquidator 


Kwoarrs CHocoLATe ano Cocoa, Ltp.— Creditors are required. on 
teem! their names and addresses, and the particulars . 


te Harcourt Ashford, 91-3, Bishopsgate, liquidator 


Crosses & Winkworth, Lap. (In Votcuntrary Liguipation 
quired, on or before March 22, to send their names and addresses 
claims, to Arthur Kirkham, 


ticulars of their debts or 
liquidator 


Wiisons & Berry, Ltp.—Oreditors are required, on or before April 30, to 
names and addresees, and the partioulars of their debts or claims to Andrew 


Edn 7, St. Panl's-eq., Bedford, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—Trurspay. March 


siness H.Q's., Lrp. (In Votrntary Ligvipation).—Creditors are required 
before March 31, to send in their names and addresses, and full particulars « 


their debts or claims, to N. Victor Edwards, c/o 
King'e-bidgs., Smith-sq.. Westminster, liquidator. 


Attes Hatoisea & Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or « 
Kdward Cecil Moore and Basil Edgar Mayhew, 1, Metal 


tington-av liquidators 


Carmo Mitt Co., Lap. (Is Voiestary Liqvipation).—Creditors 
before April 10, to send their names and addresses, and the 
debts or claims, to Richard Harold Murray, 37, Mawdslev-st 
Donuts Srixxine Co.. Lrp. (Is Votuntary Lievrpatron) 

n or before April 10, to send their names and addresses 


their debts or claims, to Harold Hague, 2. Waterloo-st 


OLDHAM AND Lees SPINNING Co Lav.—Creditors are 
March 31, to eend their names and addresses, and particulars of their de! 
claims, to Herbert G. Schofield liqui lator, c/o Oldham 


Ltd Waterhead, Oldham 


rHomas Kirxeatrick & Sons, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Mr. John Lovell Spencer, liquidator, under cover, to Thomas Kirkpatrick 


Sons. Ltd., 12, Acresfield, Bolton 


Writtam Bartrss, Lrp. (In Votcntarny Liguiparion).—Creditors are required 
before March 27, to eend their names and addresses, and the 
debts or claims, to James Stuart Milligan, 39, Waterloo 


liquidator 


Crown Preservev Coat Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Frederick William Kendall, liquidator, c/o Rider, Heaton 


8, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


[LKLeY POULTRY AND SMALLHOLDERS’ AssociATION, LTp.—Creditors are required 
March 15, to send their names and addressee, and the particulars of 


their debts or claims, to Mr. John William Dixon 


hefore Apr }, to send their names and addresses 





particulars of their 








Date EMERGENCY APPRAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: RoTA. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday March 15 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 16 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesday.... 17 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
Thareday .... 18 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Friday ....... 19 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Saturday .. 20 Geldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr. Justice 
. ASTBURY PETERSON, LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. | 
Monday March 15 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Joliy Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge | 
Tuesday ..... 16 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam } 
Wednesday .. 17 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer 
Thureday .... 18 Leach Borrer Church Goldschmi: t 
oo Church Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Saturday .... W Farmer Leach Jolly Church 


High Court of Justice.-—King’s Bench Division. 
MASTERS IN CHAMBERS, 1920 
A to F. 
Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays ; Master Jelf 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays: Master Whately 
G to N 
Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays: Master Daldy 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays: Master Day 
0 to Z 
Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays : Master Boner 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays: Master Chitty 
PRACTICE MASTER. 

A Master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the 
following rota to dispose of all questions of practice, exparte applica 
tions and general business 

Monday, Master Whately; Tuesday, Master Daldy; Wednesday, 


Master Day ; Thursday, Master Jelf ; Friday, Master Chitty ; Saturday, 
Master Bonner 





Merat Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March %&. to send 
their names and addresses and particulars of their debts or claims, to D. J 


Suffolk House, Cannon-st., liquidator 


Mitt, Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before March 19, to send 
nemes and addresses, and particnlars of their debts or claims 
Charles Haywood, liquidator, Parr Bridge Mill, Ltd., Parr Bridge, Boothstown 





‘ Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette-—Faipay, March 5. 


v~amoa Consolidated. td Wilton Spinning Co., Ltd. 


Ltd. Danish Bacon Co., Ltd. 
Anthraduff Smokeless Fuel (o., Ltd 


0. P. 8. Home Made Ja Ltd 
Manufacturing Co., Ltd Northern Steamship Co., Ltd 
Engineering Co., Ltd flunts, Cash Chemists, Ltd 
Anglo-Ibero Mining Co., Ltd Trent Mill, Ltd. 
(London Ltd Excelsior Motor Co.. Ltd 
Chart Shipping Co., Ltd k. & W. Hitchcock, Ad. 


Twiet Co., Ltd Morley Mutual Fire Insurance Co., Lt 
Lodge Cinema Co., Ltd Stokes & Stokes, Ltd 

Henderson & Sons, Ltd , ’ 
Duckham Vertieal Retort and Elm Spinning Co., Ltd 


Crosses & Winkworth, Ltd 


Construction Co., Ltd Houlder, Middleton & Co., Ltd 
Chesham Supply Co., Ltd Somerset Tours, Ltd 
Premier Direct Supply Oil Co., Ltd Woodend (Kelani Valley Cey 
High Cliffe Hotel ¢ Ltd Rubber and Tea Co., Ltd 
Ltd Mather Lane Spinning Co., Ltd 
Kwatta Chocolate & Cocoa, Ltd R. Landrieux & Co., Ltd 
Cotton Manufecturing ¢ Domes of Silence, Ltd 


Northern Daily and Weekly Newspape 
i] 


Schools, Ltd L 


General Mission Incor Kiddie & Co., Ltd 


Trust Association 


London Gazette —Torsmay, March 9 
Bag Manufacturing Co., Houseman & Thompson, Ltd 
Tonbridge Central Picture Hall, Ltd 


Q’s., Ltd Smith's Dock Trust Co., Ltd 
Bronwvifa Stud and Land (: Ltd Balmforth Bros. & Co., Ltd 
und Lees Spinning Co., Ltd Bradford Theatre and Opera Co., Ltd 
Portland Cement Works, Ltd William Burns, Ltd. 
Rubber Ce Ltd London and Glascow Manufact 
Minerva Spinning Co., Ltd. Ltd. 


yinning Co... Ltd Penang Rubber Estates Co., Ltd 


iss, Ltd W. and G. Myton, Ltd 

Steamship Cr Ltd W. H. Rowe & Sons, Ltd 
Thomes Kirkpatrick & Sons, Ltd Princes Street Eetate Co., Ltd 
ee Hawley, Ltd 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 

















































Lupton, Leeds 
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London Ga 


Flixton, Lancs April 9 \V ! 
Hassocks March 27 4 





Varo aret 
Mary Lecy 
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\eTHut 








Baker 





Last Day or Claim 
London Ga Terspay, March 9 
RicnaRnpson, Cuartes Garner, Egham, Surrey. March 31. Joanna Pole, widow, 
end others v. Charles Robert Edwin Pattenden. Peterson, J. Charles Robert 
Edwin Pattenden, 12. Bernard-st Wf 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Claim 
Lond (azett Torsea Ma 
\aracr, Mary Lecy, Hassocks, Sussex M h 27 4. EF. Baker, 58, Gracechurch-st 
Avstix, James Merreprra, Cair Egypt ipril 4. G W. Cook, 70, Finsbury 
pavemnt 
Batnsriper, James, Poulton-le-Fylde, Lancs March 4 Hugh Butcher, BI | 
Baines, WitLisam Newsotp, Yeovil, Commercial Trav Merch 12. Mayo & Sor 
Yeovil 
BaexvaTaese, Taomas, Felling. Durham, Inspector Rea ay Signallir Apr 10 
H. & A. Swinhurt Gateshead 
Beit, THomas, Wylam-on-Tyne Farm March 31! I t i, M r & Tur 
Newcastle-upon-Ty 
terRY, Emity Apa, Works Mar »» I. P. Rus Sheff 
Brorny, Atrrrp Ganoner, Lugano. Switz Apr 24. Pear . N 4 
N ct Lineoln’s inn 
Beeer, Ricemwarp Chelstor forqua March 27 K ite Hutchin } terbr N 
& Co frerquay 
Boake, Many Jane, Cheltenham Ay “4. OFF. Wil Cheltenham 
CockrorT, FRepericn Wittiam Bata Hlort t April 3 Ha Walker & Nortor 
Huddersfield 
Cricatos, Grorer, St. James’-st Apnl 17 Murray, Hutchins & ¢ 1, Birel 
Dives, Huser? Atstox, Wallington, Surrey Forthwith A. |B Eal 
DowaLp, Ricwavrp, Notting Hill April 14. John B. & F. Purchase, 14, Re nt-st 
ENGLISH, EtizaneTn, Whitley Bay April 6. Stanford & Lambert, Newcastle n 
Tyne 
PRIEND, ALBXANDER, Wishech April 0. J. J. Re Bridport, Dorset 
Gamienx, Witttiam Blaepos, Oxford April 6. M ll, Peel & Gamlen, Oxf 
Gatwer, Writtam, Ash! rdns Westminster, Civil Engineer April 9% M 
Gilks & Moon, 24, Bloomsbury-sq 
Henperson, Roserr Stewarr, Mincing-la. April 17. Murray, Hutchine & ¢ 1 
Sirchin-la 
Etex, Epira Mary, Tunbridge We April 12 Arnold Chadwick, Fooks & ¢ 
60, Carey-st 
Joicey, Jon~ Georoe, Pall Mall. April 8 Wilsons, Ornshy & Cadle, Durham 
JourpainN, PHitie Epwarp Bertrand, Fleet. March 31. Henry F. Kite, 62 and 6 
Queen-st 
Kixe, Writtiam, Streatham April 4. Curtis & ¢ 16, Great Marlborough-st 
Luxe. THomas Benszamin. Plymouth March 27. Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 
MclLacutan, Jonw Cuances, Shelf, York Medical P titioner April 3. Chamber 
& Chambers, Brighous 
Vonks, Joun [’aeTmeaxn, Foarnwort! near Bolt Apr Buteh & B * 
Bury 
Moone, Emma Ettza, Plymouth Mar 7 St y & John Pivymout 
Merenmay, Wittiam CHARLES Sirchin-la Apr 17 Murray, Hutchins & ( ! 
Birchin-la 
Paexe, Herserr Thomas. Withnell, Lane March 15 1. W. Carter, Blackbt 
Parker. Mary Any, Scarborough April | Cook ‘ & Outhet, Searhoroud! 
Pearson, Aayes Martix, Holyhead. Mirch 25. Willm. 7 rnton Jon Banvor 
Suerimpan, Joux, Askhom-in-Furnees, Tol nist Ma , T. Tyson, Dalt 
Furnes 
Srexncen, Lady Saran Isapetta, Westminster March 31. Fr Cholmeley & ¢ 
28, Lincoln's inn-fiekds 
Srem~. Max. New York, U.S.A. March 25. Coward & Hawksley, 8 & Chance, 30 
Mincing-la 
Tartor, Groner, Keighles March 31. Wr it & Wright, Keighles 
Taneay, Witttam Henry, Scarborouch April 15 Tohn R. Wood, York 
Torr, Ricaarp Brooxinxe, Pivmouth Mareh 27. Sheliv & Johns, Plymout? 
Townennd, Jane, Bradford April 1 lavior, Jeffery & Jessop, Bradford 
Warts, Honourable Ernetserr, I’ iphia, U.S.A March B Ie ' 18 
Adam-st., Adelphi 
Warp, Sanam (aRpouine, Leamington. March 31. Wright, Hassall & ¢ Leamingt 
Weixtrove Annie, Kentish Town April 1 Rubin ! Nash & ¢ 5 and ¢ 
Raymond-blhdge 
Wickxstrep, Joserm Hartiry, Leed Kngineer Apr 17 Nelson, Eddisons & 


Manchest 
urch-st 

















\TKINSOW, ARTHCR Witkiin. St. Noet Ilant« M h 31 Minchin, Garrett & Co 
I n's inn 
KINson Wititam, Seca rough Joiner Apr 16. Medley, Drawbridge & ( 
~ r - 
Baxtrs, Mary Jaixe, Man ter ipril @ R In M hester 
BARKER. James, Sheffield. Ap 15. 8. Duffield } . Sheffield 
Bouwrt Hesrr, Weston-cur Mer April 2. Jot Ho & « Weston super 
Mar 
B Rk. Etrzaseru, R nvet A 6. EF F B k. Huddersfield 
Bromprieu JOsSPPHIN Streatham April 7 W rfor Jackson, Crovdon 
( t Roserr Ne son, Herr Bay May 1 Mott & 8 Y Redford-row 
Corr Tame N nden, Chester March 31 \ Ke 1 & Altrincham 
Cook CAROLIN Ps ta. Malvern May 1 I ff. Cos & ¢ t Great 
nchester-st 
CroaD, Ettza Mary Resecea, Bristol. Apr Me Kis ( & ( Bristol 
rnete, Geornor Cuarrer, Brists March 31 Fox, Whitt Pitt & Elwell, Bristol 
Deuraniper, Thomas, Bromley, Kent. April 12 Rivin 1 & Son, 1, Fenehupoh 
; 
ELpe Marr, Southport April 7. Bellhouw & By Manchester 
Fi t, ANNI Newnham, Glos April 14 Haines & Sumner, Newnham 
G Sterary, Yeov Plumber. April 12. Batten & ( eovil 
i AVES vy Leer, Drayton-gdna South Kersington Apr Wilson, 
Wr t & Davies, Manchester 
‘ ox, W iM Lowtuer, Kingston-upon-Hol!, P ipril ® ¢ F 
G ham & 8 { 
Mawer Ma on. Bath April ¢ Adam, Thring. 8) : Ingram, Bath 
Hawk WiLttamM, Manel r April 9. W. L. Wels So Manchester 
IhA Frrp « Wess Hailevbur College, Hert ‘ A 7. Giraud & 
Headley 40. Chancery-] 
Hrs Epwat rHomsas Ch ts A April 1) t A IDevhon & 
on 
( RG? ( K t \ 12 ] N N t 
in 
{ MA B I ) Ml l 4 4 I ar “ 
{ tam ' Papua, New Guin \ ’ ‘ aln A ( ty 
1 BRankst New < +) " 4 \ 12 Pearce &« 
\ 2 N t Lu ei 
lou Dam EMILY visa, H st April ( y Arnold 1 
, ! Vest net 
Keires Viitiam, Leicester Ay Whetstone Frost I t 
{ARKIN Vixirrep Crarna. St. Agwnes, Cornwall Apr 9 rT ] Goddard & Co 
ser int Temple 
LAs im R nt r Ml l Hempe Henriett t 
Mack, CHARLO? Mary, Great Yarmouth April & Wiltshis Sor & Jordan, 
G t vuth 
M Hy, | y Aexrs. Streatham April 6. J Gil 6), Moorgate-«t 
Q ~ Carn Se Sanam, Wallingford \ 1 14 Farrer & ( m. Lin 
' | 
Ra ree, A@nes Mary. Bath. March 25. Robertson & Sylvester, Bath 
| HARDSON. Exizarera Hevwood. Lan April 10. Banh ~ & Redman, Hey 
. 
siL, Epwanp Haxntnetos \V M Ww. Sfn & 
i es, Tunbrid Wells 
Rowtanps. Mare@al Abervatw M M Aberyst 
t 
Ros loux Witrtam, Wood } Commer ! \y | 20 Anning 
‘ Rn « | idk 
Sma Many Ax ) Ringwood, Hante. April 12. Charles Sharp, South 
nt 
daar Fa 7 mp Wann For Onk- park, Kent Apr 19. Stannard A 
vt 19 EFastecheay 
SMITH am Ricwanp, Cott i Yor Whol ) \ % C. +i 
a 8 Hu 
en - 4) K ‘ W loanl Ir t Ml " I ney & 
= Hu 
Siw law (oo Coppenhall, ¢ at Apr I7 S ( Manchester 
I wi Rev. Cre jooTa, Bristol April 10. Perham & Son Bristol 
Wactors, Epira Anne, Blackhent!l March 25. C. E. 8. Mason, Blackheath 
VK Fuepentck Wituram, Merton Park, Sure April 10. Jen Mellor & 
{ r ‘ 
: _ nee M bos Avril 9. W. T \\ ! Sone, Man 
\Le Str 4 | Simpson, Pal 1, South 
: t Bridge 
mas a aaniporr. Wandsworth Common. Ma %. J Colt, Tne 
Benet nhbr Fenchurch-st 
a é ' a . . B 4 " Sen 
Bar . 
f rurspay, Mar ’ 















THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Go., LD. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL (or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 








MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 












LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information write: 






















SPECIALISTS 


Suitable 'Clauses for Le 
Licensed Progerty settlei by Counsel,, will be 


24, MOORGATE ST., 





Non-Mutua! except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder . 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 
PECI IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


and Mortgages of 
sent on application. 


E.C. 2. 


Insertion in Leases 
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Averen — TrLLotsow Freetown, Colony of Bierra Leone. April 13. Bischoff; Mrezs, Hexar Jonw Folkestone. April 6 F. J. Hall, Lyminge, Kent 
x ‘ ‘ Thom ps i eat ¢ wr : ’ , - . - . 
Batoent, Jon \ “> he ~% — . 4 ws Th os Puger & C a s a ; ay I Aveane-rt.. London, Generel Manager of @ Bank. April “4 
Bright _ . —s he . , taudius Geo. Algar, 23. Martin-la 
Bancrorr. \ : a ’ Pransow, Ftrzasern, Lea Derby. April 10. Walker & Terry, Belper 
~t j rth rmis ‘ t “4. B ex Rererto, Marrkizio Fasee Genoa, Italy April 16 Wild, Coll & Crosse 
Sseeee En = Rs ae : ; Crown-ct., Cheapsidk oe 
7 ' ’ OTT, ’ j Rostnsox, Ewma Horsrorp. Victor ! Par Nelson 
Beacn, Liows H 1 t Beses-st 
—— i j : Satrer, Witttam, Boecomlx March ‘1 ; 1, Guildhall-chm 
BEL. ARcHIB , , : , none, — ural Hener Jonx, G fay 1 H. & A. G 
SROWFLI ' [ | i? t pete 
Brow I I wed ie Srencen, Lovisa Emma Highbury pril 12 ' ll é e, 44. Bedfor 
STEADMAN, MARIANNE RoysTo lift ! ril 17 eade-King 
( Bristol 
STARKE Atrren Jon 
Hertford 


4 


4 
ranwwer, Jas Patek ightor 15 Howlett & Clarke. Brig 
1 5 Marriott & Co. Man 


Partorm, Maria ALice 
» Harvey, Clark 


. , , ' — - 5 Houn, Ricwarp, N 
Leicester 
Tress, [sasrtsa. 8 I 
Watsow. Epwarp Warp. Monkseaton ' rland 
Jn F. Stewart, Newcastle-upor 
Wappttove, Macy. Harrogate March 3 1 Hammond & Topha 
VapswortTH, Grorer, VW March 17 } C. Gibson, Wigan 
Viewer, Mary, Doncaster 12. Atk & Sone, Doncaster 
WILLIAM CHRIST ny of Sierra Leon 
B hoff, Co Great Winchester-st 
WoORMALD. SUSAN irk ri & Morley, Hammersmith 
Yates, James, L Lar i & Ritson, Oldham. 


ithampton ] aller & Thornback, Southar 
Estate Avent 


Mesers. TrRotiope have sold wriant leasehol ywn mansion, 


10. Smith-square, Westminster, by private treaty. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that aJj 
Poliey Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss inswrers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
%. King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be gind to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works art, bric-A-brac, a 


speciality.—[ Apvr. | 


y ° D'Arcy. Vriowerre sthourne-grov ‘ I ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCIND- 
Bankruntcv Notices Bankruptey-bldg st ING ORDER. 
Davie ULI langent ' ; sf Harari JOSHUA Southport Lancs Manchester 
[ ! Gazette,—Torspay, Feb. 24 Mar n rT Ord Annul Rev r Re Rex Order dated 
. , then, Sept. 14, 1908, discharged, and Adjudi on, dated 
ADJUDICATIONS Drane. Epwarp Oct. 1, 1908, annulled Annul., Re r Res 
t Ja 23 1920 


r tock Carey 


t Tees La rer ‘ 

». Ord. Feb. @ Farrecry, Coartes, Cavendish-s« London ‘ 
Lanes, Seale Beam and at 12 Jankruy London Gazette.—Trespay, Mar 
Bolton Pet. Feb. Fox, Thomas. Dunnington Yorks 


tey-bldgs.. Carev-st 
Threshing Machine 
Owner Mar ) at 2.30. Bankruptcy Office, Dur RECEIVING ORDERS 
Journalist. High Cou combe-pl., York | an ‘ ess il 
31 Macwper. Antarr. Great Grimebv, Fisherman. Mar. 4 | ees, 8 =~ —— 
Birmingham, Whol at 11. Of. R St. Mary’chmbre., Great | Connon, Watter Henry, Great | 
t. Feb. 19. Ord. Feb. 19 Grimsby. » Great Grimsby. Pet. Feb 
tye, Commission \ ent's ReEAVELY Ancuitmip Groner BrrTram, Pall M Crate. Harotp Joun, Jermyn-st. High 
Feb. 19. Ord. Fe 19 Mar. 8 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldes., Carey-st Oct. 9. Ord. Jan. 26 
Fripar, Feb. 27 | Sart, Josern, Bubwith, Yorks Saddler Dealer. Mer. 9 | teowes, Epwarp, Thatto Heath, St. Helens 
or ase st 11.90. Off. Re York City Bank-chmbrs., Low Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 26. Ord. Feb. 26 
ORDERS _ gate, Hull ; | Kwox, Exrzanern, Hartlepool Sunderland 
ScaLes CHARLES Manchester Journeyman Tailor Feb. 3%. Ord. Feb. 24 
Mar. 8 at 3. Off. Ree., Byrom-st.. Manchester | Lawrorp, Wrtittram Dovetas, Southborouch, Kent. 
ScoTmenn, FReDrRrick Wittman Battersea Jeweller Tunbridge Wells Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. Ff aR 
Mi r > at 12.30 132, York 1, Westminster Nosss. Leonwarp (Crarence. St. John’s Wood High 
Bridge-rd Court. Pet. Feb. 26. Ord. Feb. 3% 
Pures, Jonny, Lianhilleth, Mon., Playhouse 
ADJUDIOCATIONS Newport, Mon Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. Feb. 2 
Bansarp, Grratp Osmonp, Le Vallon, Machen, Mon SanpeRson, James Lowrarr, York, Drap York 
mouth, Engineer's Apprentice, N rt, Mon Pet Feb 26. Ord. Feb. 26. » 
Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Feb. 23 Suira, E. Yate, Piccadilly. High Court. Pet. May 16 
Bax, Witttaw Epwarp, Plumstead, Kent. Stace Car Ord. Feb. 26 
menter. Greenwich. Pet. Feb. 98. Ord. Feb. 24 Stanyrer, James, Hanley, Stafford, Merchant. Hank 
Carrrenriety, Grorar Suttor Surrey Dairvman Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Feb. 27 
High Court. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. Feb. 23 nen Wes : : 
Dew. Grorar Frepertce, Brend-street-hill sd FIRST MEETINGS. 
High Court. Pet. Nov. 22. Ord. Feb. 24 Bakwarp, Gernatp Osmoxp, Machen, Mon., En 
' Fox THOMAS Dunnineton, rorkshire, ne Apprentice. Mar. 10 at 12 of. R 
Briet ; ! ? & Machine Owner York Pet. Feb 1. | Mary-st.. Cardiff 
Macnper rat at Grimsby ris nan ’ Feb. 2 Cornpox, Wattern Henry, Great Grims! Labo 
Grin x 2 ‘ ‘ Goup, Natman, Whitechapel, Fishmonger y Mar. 10 at 11. Off. Rec., St. Mary’s-chmbrs., G 
PaItiirs : 1 DLEY ' 1 | Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. Feh. 2 Grimsby. 
or Hvcreatnson, Arturer Sr. Crater, Tottenham Court-rd Hvoeurs, Epwarp, Thatto Heath, St. Helens, Grocer 
1 London High Court Pet. Jan. 1. Ord. Feh. 25 Mar. 9 at 11.30. Off. Re Union Marine-bidgs 
Londor Jones, Wiittam Epwarp. Bron Bottes Farm, Lianar 11, Dale-st., Liverpoo! 
Roarrs Writ YI hers , ‘ mon, Denbighshire, Far . Wrexhen Pet Jones, Witttram Epwarp, Lianarmon, Denbighshire 
Grocer. Newp ? t F Jan. 31. Ord. Feb. 23 Farmer. Mar. 9 at 12. Cryptchmbre., Eastgate 
Satr. Josern Bubwit! rks. 8 1 Macworr, ARturr, Great Grimsby. Fishern lren rd., Chester 
stor n-Hall t.sF Tel ; | Grimeby. Pet. Feb. 2. Ord. Feb. 2& LertanD, Georrary Ricnarn. Easton-in-Gordan neer 
ravese. W Male ‘ . a m | Noctonw, Roserr. Bayswater. Hich ( € } Bristol. Mar. 10 at 11.30. Off. Rec., 26, Baldw 
larnat , Pet ». 25 | Ord. Feb. 25 st Bristol 
TURNER 1 NON FORGE . , Puriw.irs, Fravcis Hepterr. Portsmouth rt Noses, Leonanp Crarence, St. John's Wood. Mar 
urer } , re 25 ’ mouth. Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. Fel at 11. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Roorrs, Wittnm Liorp Abersychan ” Patrisos, Witttam Ernest, Birmingham, Whol 
ted fen published in er wport. M J ry ! Draper. Mar. 10 at 11.30. Off. Re 191, Cory] 
Ganette un. 1 tion-street, Birmingham 
| Cuanies Arruur . , nw LT, « ; jubwith, Yorks Idle en] fing PHILLIPS Fraxcis Hepiry Portsmouth 
De 5. Ord Jan ) pon Feb. 2 , eb. $ Mar. 11 at 12. Off. Rex Cambridge 
OTHERN penick Wht tat Q or High-st., Portsmouth 
FIRST MERTINGS Je weller Wandsworth Pet 2 , Saypersow, James Lowruerr, Yor Dr 
8. Eclinct a) —— _ Feb. % at 2.30. Bankruptcy Office, Duacomb« 
~~ Be nw. : URNER ALGERNON Grorer Moreton-in-the Suirm, E. Yate, Piccadilly. Mar. 10 
W - . a Farm La irer. Chelten) Pr . ruptey-bldgs., Carey-st. 
Beexer. Roarer H ites ; Feb. 25 Torrenmam, Harotp Wri Lorrt 
at 11. Renkr ldo ope Denbigh, Motor Garage Proprietor 
Beeeet Joun wae 3k ' - ’ ADJUDICATIONS ANNI ll. County Court-bldgs.. Cheltenham 
Fart Pr Grorct Troms &tow ' i . * TURNER Atarrvon Groner. Upper Odd 
Woet et scoln Adju. May © 1919 aoa =< Labourer. Mar. 16 at 11.90. County 
Cheltenham 
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